ke

A LACANIAN AND POST-ALTHUSSERIAN APPROACH

TO HOMOPHOBIA AND ITS RESOLUTION!

Jeremy Leglie. Barris, B.A. (Honours) (Cape Town)

A thesis submitted in partial
fulfilment of the requirements
for the degree of Master of Arts

in Psychology

University of Cape Town

1983

E=_ 5

The University of Cape Town has been given
the right to reproduce this thesis in whole
or in part. Copyright is held by the author.




The copyright of this thesis vests in the author. No
quotation from it or information derived from it is to be
published without full acknowledgement of the source.
The thesis is to be used for private study or non-
commercial research purposes only.

Published by the University of Cape Town (UCT) in terms
of the non-exclusive license granted to UCT by the author.



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
My grateful acknowledgements are due to the following:

to my supervisor, Fakhri Davids, for his
unfailing calm, patience and good humour,
and an uncanny flair for lifting out what

was hot stated but should have been.

vtovthose'members of the Psychology Depart-
ment, University of Cape Town, who offered
perspectives on this thesis, and especially

to Don Fdster.

. to my typist, June Coutts, for her patient
efficiency in unravelling a labyrinthine

manuscript.

to Tamara Gross, for helping with the least

rewarding part of the work.

to my gay friends, for making such a

perspective on homophobia possible.

to Gerald Stonestreet, Roy Blumenthal, and
Jonathan Rosin, for bringing empty'speééh

closer tb full speech.

to the Human Sciences Research Council, for
providing the funds to undertake this thesis.

Opinions expressed or conclusions arrived at



~ are those of the author and are not to be
:ﬁ'regarded as those of the Human Sc1ences

" Research Council‘or any other party.



: Jidi
ABSTRACT

This theéis is a theoretical analysis. It attempts

to address the problem of how to conceive the process’

by which, in certain cultures, a particular social
phenomenon, the stigmatisation of homosexuality, has
powerful negative effects at the level of individual
emotions. Individuals' abhorrence of their own
‘homosexual desires, as well as individuals' abhorrence

of the homosexuality of others, are considered. The
answer provided is heldrto apply to both men and women.

- The problem is also addressed, within the same parameters,
of how change from abhorrence to acceptance of homo-
sexuality is to be conceived with respect to the relation

between social and individual phenomena.

 In.order to develop an answer to these questions, rele-
vant aspects of appropriate theoretical frameworks are
described and an iﬁtegration of them developed. These
frameworks are: Lacanian psychoanalysis, which provides
an adéount of the individual subject's relation to the
social; and a post-structuralist view of ideology, which
'analyzes.the specific contributions made by the social
‘phenomenon of ideology to the way the individual makes
‘sense of the world. A particular aspect of ideology as
understood in this view is emphasised and developed.
This is the importance ideology is understood to give

to the cohceéts "natural" and "unnatural". The
ideological role of these concepts is then argued to
.provide a liﬁk, for the present purposes, between the

psychoanalytic theory of the subject and the relevant
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| theory of ideology. In this way a synthesis of the
two theoretical areas, suitable for the present aims,

is developed.

This synthesis is then applied to the problem outlined
abéve of making sense of homophobia (the abhorrence of
homosexuality)} and to the problem outlined above of
making sense of the resolution of homophobia (the
change to acceptance of homosexuality). The homophobic
individual .is argued to be best conceived of as trapped
in a complex set of contradictions resulting from the
collusion of unconscious strivings with the ideologically
émphasised idea of what is natural. The resolution of
homophobia is argued to be best conceived of as a
resolutioﬂ“of‘the above-mentioned set of contradictions
Athrough modifications of the role given by ideology to

the concepts of what is natural and unnatural.

'This conceptualisation of the synthesis of aspects of
Lacanian psychoanalysis and aspects of a theory of
ideology is then suggested to have a variety of further

applications of the type developed here.
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INTRODUCTION

This thesis attempts to offer at least part of an
explanation of why it is that there exists a widespread
abhorrence of homosexuality in Western cultures, such
that people who come into contact with homosexuals
experience a powerful feeling of aversion or dread, and
such that almost all homosexuals themselves experience
a powerful feeling of self-abhorrence uvon discovering

homosexual desires within themselves.

For the purposes of fhe thesis, homosexuality or
homosexual desire will be defined as feelings of
emotional and sexual attraction towards individuals of
the same biological sex as the person experiencing the
attraction. Such factors as exclusivity of homosexual
or heterosexual desire, or the degree of preponderance
of either in any given case, will nét be considered
here. The present concern is to describe the
mechanisms by which the abhorrence occurs where it
occurs, so that the details of its incidence are
largely irrelevant in this context. The fact that
such abhorrence occurs at all is sufficient to justifv
the posing of the present. question. "Homosexual" and

"gay" will be used synonymously throughout.

The Abhorrence of Homosexualitv

There is a burgeoning literature which deals with the

psychological and idealogical effects of the homo-
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sexual label on homosexuals and on those who héve
contact with them directly or indirectly. It is
clear from this literature that there is a general
reaction of aversion to or abhorrence of homosexuality
at some point in both cases (Bobys & Laner, 1979;
Bullough, 1979; Cass, 1979; Coleman, 1982; Dank,
1971; Goodyear, Abadie & Barquest, 1981; Hart &
Richardson, 1981; Hudson & Ricketts, 1980;
Humphreys, 1972; Lee, 1977; Malvon, 1982;
McDonald, 1982; Morin & Garfinkle, 1978; Morin &
Schultz, 1978; Weinberg, 1973). This abhorrence has
been giveh the name "homophobia”. Originally defined
by Weinberg (1373) as "the dread of being in close
quarters with homosexuals", it is now used to indicate
any "negative attitude, belief, or action directed
against homosexual persons" (Hudson & Rickets, 1980,
p.357). These include "the responses of fear, disgust,

anger, discomfort, and aversion" (ibid., p.358).

| This term will be used throughout the thesis, and
purely as a descriptive term. It will refer both to
the feélings of abhorrence exverienced by gavs in
relation to their own homosexuality, and to the
feelings of abhorrence experienced by those in direct
and indirect contact with them. No referénce to the
psychoanalytic use of the term "vhobia" is intended;
this thesis is itself an attempt to provide a fresh
explanation of the mechanism of this aversion to

homosexuality. Clearly, a number of reactions are
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covered by the present usagé of homophobia ‘(Mosher

& O0'Grady, 1979; San Miguel & Millham, 1977). The
ensuing analysis, which does not pretend to be a
coﬁpleté account of homophobia, will explain aspects
of some of these reactions. It will also help to
clarify their mutual relations. This will be further

4

discussed in Chapter Seven.

The literature on homophobia is largely concerned

with the variables thch inﬁensify or alleviate the
psychological and ideological effects of the stigma,
and tends to take as a starting voint the fact that
there is such a feeling of aversion associated with
the label. Insofar aé the aversive feeling has itself
been explained, this has been done mainly by way of

ad hoc hypotheses in the style of micro—sociologicél
studies (Fein & Nuehring, 1981; Jacobs & Tedford, 1980;
MacDonald & Games, 1974; Millham & Weinberger, 1977;
Ross, 1978; . San Miguel & Millham, 1977; Storms, 1978;

Weinberger & Millham, 1979).

There are a few studies which attempt to explain the
feeling'of abhorrence towards homosexuality in terms
of a systematic theory. Some of thesé are interaction-
ist in approach, of which the orime example is Plummer
(1975), and some are.psychoanalytic (Hocquenghem, 1978;

Mieli, 1980).

The Interactionist Approach

The interactionist avoproach is wanting in a number of

respects. Firstly, it is at this stage more a
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programme for research than a systematic explanation
in its own right‘(Plummer,vl981, p.75). Seéondly,
it is incapabie of éroviding an explanation of homophobia
beyond fairly crude levels of analysis. For symbolic
interactionism is a theoretical framework based upon the’
assumptions\that human individuals or subjécts act
according to their perceptions of the meanings of the
events and objects in their worlds; that these meanings
are developed in interaction with other people; ahd that
the perceived meanings may be renegotiated. These are
the premises with which an interactionist account begins
{Plummer, l975,'p.1l). There is no meaﬁs, therefore,
within an interactionist framework, by which the
ultimate nature of the interacting subjects can be
analysed. For an unanalysed subject is always pre-
sup?osed in the‘application of the’framework. A subject
who can already perceive meanings is a precondition for
the premises of the framework to be workable. ?his
thesis aims to demonstrate that a framework which can
analyse‘tﬁe nature or constitution of the human subject
in detail infuses an ekplanation‘of the mechanisms of
homophobia with a wealth of useful detail. Such detail
cannot be obtained by study undertaken within an inter-
actionist approach. The deficiency of the interactionist

framework in this respect is therefore an important one.

' The psychoanalytic framework adopted in this thesis is

certainly capable of providing a detailed analysis of
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the subject. Furthermore, varticularly following
Lacan's contribution, psychoanalysis provides a
highly rigorous account of the reiation of the
individual to others, to society at large, and
especially to language (Lacan, 1977a, ?assim.;
Lemaire, 1977, passim.; Wilden, 1968, passim.).
This clearly suggests its suitabiiity in developing

an account of the emotional effects of 1abélling.

The Classical Psychoanalytic Approach

The psychoanalytic literature on homosexuality,

however, is almost entirely concerned with aetiology

and "cure" (Bergler, 1958; Bieber et al., 1962;

Freud, 1905, 1920, 1922; Hocquenghem, 1972; Kwawer,
1980; Lachman, 1975; Masserman, 1969; Sccarides, 1978,
1979, 1981). The focus of such research is on treatment
and change of the homosexual orientation, rather_than on
the nature and effect of the value judgment made on it.

t

Kwawer, writing in 1980, could state that

"With the sole exception of Clara Thompson's
contribution which held open the possibility
of adaptive homosexual.soluticns to Human
problemsvof intimacy, Self-esteem, and
‘loneliness, psychoanalytic writers implicitly
or explicitlylconclude that the goaliof
trcatmentvwith homoSexuals is to change or
cure the patieht of homosexuality, which is

seen as a psychiatric'illness (op.76-77).

And although the American Psychiatric Association with-
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drew the definition of homosexuality as a pathology
in 1973.(S§carides, 1978), the confroversy still
rages amongst psychoanalysts and the majority of
American psychiatrists still believe homosexuality
to be pathological (Socarides, ibid., pp.424—425).
It should be noted that in the United States psycho-
analysis and psychiatry are virtually indistinguishable

(Fine, 1979, p.l1l4ff.).

The idea of pathology has been~ﬁsed by such peovle to
.account for homophobia in homosexuals themselves, as
well as for the feeling of oppression or rejection they

often experience after reéolving their self-abhorrence.

i The homosexual, no matter what'her/his

ievel of adaptation and function in other
a:eas of life, is severely handicapped in
/Ehe most vital area - namely, thdt'df her
iinterpersonal relations...She also harbours
}considerable aggression against both men and
lwomen while simultaneously is in deep need of
affection and suPport so totally denied her
in earliest childhodd.

Pathology, organically and psychologically,
may be defined as a failure to function, with
concomitant pain and/or suffering. Beneath
this obviéus failure of function and the

secondary external conflicts it may provoke

lie the agony, sorrow, tragedy, fear and
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guilt of both conscious and unconscious nature
which pervades the homosexual's life

(Socarides, 1981, ©v.510).

The classical péychoanalyti¢ viéw of homophobia will
be criticised here on several grouqu. Firstly, there
is disagreément in the psychoanalytic dbmmunity |
itself on this issue, so. that there is room for another
oplnlon..,Secondly, a great deal of research suggests
that the above-described classiCal psychoanalytic view
is invalid. Thirdly, the-assertionvof pathology does
not suffiqiéntly explain homophobia, for both empirical

and theoretical reasons.

The view that pathology is intrinsic to homosexuality
and so§ekp;ain5'homophobia is not‘unanimously held in
theApsféHJanalytic communiﬁy; "Wiedeman's review of
psychoénalYtic literature through thé mid-1960s
concludes that 'there is no agreement that a soec1f1c
llbldlnal fixation accounts for' (p.394) homosexualltv,
and there is no 'single genetlc or structural Dattern
that would aDoly to all or even a major pvart of cases..."
v(p.405)"(Kwawer) 1980, p.75). The review cited here by
Kwawer refers to Wiedeman (1964), Other psychoanalysts

who support this‘acknowledgement:are Lachman (1975),

Mitchell (1978) and Spitzer (1981).

The existence of such disagreement in the psychoanalytic
community in itself justifies the development of an
explanation of homophobia other than that of its being

an automatic consequence of pathology.
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There is, moreover, a greatvdealvof research that
shows no:detectable‘pathology specific to homosexuals
or differentiating them from.heterosexuals, least of
all fear and gquilt in interpersonal relations (Barr
& Catts, 1974; 'Coleman,vl978; Freedman, 1975;
Freud; 1905, 1920, 1925, 1930, 1951; Gonsiorek,
1982;540berstone & Sukoneck,‘197é; Siegelman, 1978,
1979;; Silverstein, 1976). This researchvalso supports
the finding cited above that homosexuality eannot even
be regarded as a clinical entity about which such
clinical generalisations as Socarides' mayv be made
(FitzGerald, 1977; Hooker, 1969; ‘Plummer, 1975, o.56ff;

Wiedeman, 1964).

Onlyfaﬂgart of this research demonstrating the relative
‘health of gays is psychoanalytlc, “We believe....

| psychoanalytic treatment need not require or even des1re
that homosexual persons become heterosexual...The
aOprOpriateﬂand mature development of the individual's
particular sexual'orientationvis our aim" (Herron, -
Kinter, Sollinger & Trubowitz, 1980, p.403) .. .The rest

’ of_the"research'is not undertaken_in_thehanaiytie

session, and therefere eomes out of a different methodology
 to the psychoanalytic research being cr1t1c1sed here. It
therefore probably contributes nothinc to an- understandlng
~of unconsc1ous dynamics and so may not be used to refute
the psychoanalytic findings directly. But thlS does not
make it 1ns19n1f1cant.; For it is_possible, and, indeed,
neceSsary, to distinguish "the pursuit of understanding.

of psychodynamics from the medico-moral diagnostic enter-
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prise" (Kwawer, dp. cit., p.73).

To put this differently, the "assumption that an
individual's sexual orientation is caused, i.e., that

it has roots and a developmental course, does not imply
in itself that sucﬁvdevelopment is pathological" (Herron
et al., op. cit., p.396). The same assertion is argued
by Lachman (1975), Mitchell (1978) and Spitzer (1981),
who point out.that evaluation of behaviour and feelings
as pathological can only be made on the basis of

present functioning, not on the basis of aetiology.

This confusion, between establiéhing avpsychodynamics
for homosexuality - sﬁch as has also been established
for heteroéeguality - on the one hand, and establishing
homosexuality as ééthoiogical, on the other; is to be
found in Socarides and almost:the entire body of psycho-
analytic literature of which he is representative in his
confuéion, Referring to the removal of the pathological
classification from homosexuality, Socarides mentions
"The changes...rendering chaotic fundamental -truths about
unéonscious psychodynamics as well as the intefrelation—
ship bétwéen anatomy_and psychosexual identity™ (1978,
p.414). Hé hés clearly conflated the fact of_aetiology

with the value judgment of pathology.

‘“This-is wﬁere the extehsive non-psychoanalytic research,
‘showiﬁg homosexuality to be as non-pathological a

condition as heterosexuality, becomes significant. For,
as Kwawer puts is, "the interpretation is.a choice from

a complicated range of human reactions to a patient, a
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choice of what strikes one personally as the most

significant feature to comment on. Thus...how an
analyst thinks:about homosexuality is necessarily also

a statement of countertransference" (op. cit., pp.73-74).
And the positive outcomes of research into homosexual
health vis-3d-vis heterosexual health suggest that
analysts are motivated to judge homosexuality as
pathological by homophobia rather than the findings of
their own research or the implications of their |

theoretical frameWork.

Furthermore, even assuming that that part of the
psychoanalytic literature which asserts that homosex-
uality is pathological is correct,.this would Still

not be sufficient to explain homophobia in}the homo-
sexual, let alone in others who are mérely in contact
with homosexuals. Let us éssume for the moment that
Bieber and his associates are correct in saying that "All

psychoanalytic theories.aésume that adult homosexuality

is psychopathologic" (1962, p.18) and that homosexuality
is "a pafhdlogic, biosocial, psychoéexual adaptation
consequent to pervasivé fears surrounaing thé éxpression
of heteroséxual impulses. In our view, évery ﬁomosexual
is, in reality, a "latent" heterosexual; hence we
expected to find eﬁidences of heterosexual Strivings
among the homosexual patients ofrour study" (ibid., p.220,
inseftion added). The psyéhopathological nature of
homosexuality only has meaning if it expresses itself in
the lives of homosexuais. It is clear that the fact of

homosexuality itself is expressed in homosexual life-
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styles. "The obligatory homosexual is unable to
function in...the male-female sexual union and the
affective state of love, tenderness, and‘joy with
a partner of the opposite sex" (Socarides, 1981, p.511).
But it does not follow from this that homosexuals are
incapable of living a life in everv way as satisfactory
to them as heterosexual life is satisfying to hetero-
sexuals. When Socarides calls the above description of
heterosexual love "the most meaningfulvrelationship in
life" (ibid.), and implies that a partner "of the
opposite sex" is essential for the experience of "the
affective state of love, tenderness, and joy", he is
clearly making a value judgment for which psychoanalytic
theory orovides no basis, and which the above-cited

research on the relative health of gays invalidates.

Indeed, even if research affirming the relative health

of homosexuals did not exist, vsychoanalytic research

and theory would exposevthe above value judgment for

the arbitrary importation of a moral standpoint éhat it
is. For psychoanalysis above all demonstrates that human
life is generally characterised by deeply rooted
unqonscious fears, as in the fear of incest and the

fea; of castration (Lacan, 1977a, ©».323). But few

people suggest that we ought to regard the inabilify to
commit incest as morally and functionally reprghensible,_

simply because it is born of "pervasive fears surrounding

the expression of....impulses" (Bieber et al, ibid.).
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Furthermore, many heterosexuals are incapabie of
functioning in the male-male or the female—female
sexual union and experiencing the affective state
of love, tenderness, and joy with a partner of the
same sex. And this ineapacity is sometimes the
result of an unconscious fear, such as the fear of
castration. Freud himself points out th difficult
it is in analysis "to convince a man that alpassive
attitude to men does not always signify castration"
(1937a, pp.251-252). Bﬁt few people suggeet that this
incapacity to function because of deep-rooted fears is
morally and functionally reprehensible simply by virtue

of its aetiology.

One of the exceptiohs to this restraiﬂt in denigrating
heterosexuality is Mieli (1980). "The objeetive of
educastration is the transformation of the infant, in
tendency polymorphous and 'perverse', into a hetero-
sexual adult, erotically mutilated but conforming to

the Norm" (p.24). And,

Male bonding is the grotesquerexpreSSion of
a paralysed and unspoken homosexuality,
which can be grasped, in the negatiﬁe, in
the denial of women, whom they speak of
phallocratically, without any éenuine
consideration,'reducing them to a hole, i.e.

to something that does not exist (p.127).
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Freud himself repeatedly maintained that a homosexual

lifestyle is eminently viable.

Homosexuality is assuredly no advantage,

but it is nothing to be ashamed of; no vice,
no degradation, it cannét be classified as

an illness; we consider it to be a' |
variation of the sexual function produced
by a certain arrest of sexual development...
If he is unhappf, neurotic, torn by‘cohflicts,
inhibited in his social life, analysis may
bring him harmény, peace of mind, full
efficiency, whether he remains homosexual

or gets changed (1951, p.786).

Similar remarks may be found in, inter alia, Freud

1905 (p.138), 1920 (p.150), 1925 (p.38), and 1930
(p.104). As Kwawer puts it, "Freud's self-awareness
stands in marked contrast to the absence of self-
scrutiny in some subsequent psychoanalytic writings
about homosexuality...which are insensitive to the

countertransferential implications of what is proposed"

(op. cit., p.74).

Some psychoanalysts themselves assert that it is.not
the actual effects on the homosexual;s life that make
her/his sexual preference notably pathological, but its
psychodynamic peculiarity. Present functioning of the
individual is seen to be irrelevant in evaluating

pathology; aetiology is what counts.
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The theoretical orientation...that
preferential homosexuality results from
disordered psycho-sexual development, is
essential ﬁo distinguishing that which
is clinically significant-in adolescén;
homosexual behaviour. If homosexuality
weére no more than an alternative way of life,
one would be concerned clinically only with
the factors affecting the individual's
capacity to live comfortably and healthily
with his homoerotic‘object choice

(Gadpaille, 1969, p.63).

But once homosexuality is considered clinically
important only because of "disordered psycho-sexual
development", then it is clear from the above
dlscu551on that it is considered clinically 1mnortant
by an externally . imposed value judgment and not by

virtue of meaningful effects on the homosexual's life.

Thus the assertion.that homosexuality is pathological
gives insﬁfficient grounds to accounf for homoohobia in
self and others, since cohtentment ahd.homosexuality

are quite compatible. That heterosexuality is

essential for happy or self-accepting being is an
assumntion, as Storf (1964, p 83), for One, admlts.

And it is an assumptlon which all the evidence indicates
is invalid. "In our listening experience so. far, we
have not found the "happy homosexual”. Nor, for that
matter have we had much luck in finding the Thapov

heterosexual' either" (Herron et al., op. cit., v.396).
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Lacan and the Present Approach in Contrast to Classical
Psychoanalysis

Lacan’himself_is strongly opposed to the premises which
make the condemnation of "deviant developmént" possible.

He has "major diffeéences with contemporary ego psycho-
logists...in that he does not recognize the ego as the
centre of the percevtion/consciousness System, Oor as an
autonomous agéncy, or as the vsychic representative of

the reality princivle. The ego, for Lacan, is a construct...
the rigid'mold into which man nours his alienated identity"
(Evans, 1979). Thus adaptatidn to society via the reality
testing of the strengthened ego .is not suoported by Lacan's
psychoanalysis. In Lacan's words, speaking of the ego and

analytic therapny,

‘For if its health is defined by its édaptation
to a reality that is regarded quite simply as
being suited to it, and if you need the co-
operation of thé "healthy part of ﬁhe;egqv,in
order to reduce, in the other part no déubt,
incc.)mpatibilvities with reality...is it not
clear that there is- no other way of distin-
éuishing the healthy part of the_Subject's ego
than by its agreement with your point of‘view,‘
which, in'order to be regarded as healthy,
becomes the measure of things, just as thefe'
-'is no other criterion of cure than the cbmplete

adoption by the subject of this measure of

yours (1977a, p.l35).
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'It will be assumed in this thesis, therefore, that

abhorrence of homosexualitv does not follow .auto-
matically upon the existence of homosexuality}'but
requires explanation. Indeed, even if the psycho-
analytic literature cited above were not confused
but correct in regarding homosexuality as naturally

abominable or abhorreht, there would still be room

for additional exvlanation, since psychoanalysis

leaves room for over-determination of human phenomena.

In Lacan's words,

By referring only to the development'of
the organism, the typology fails to
recognize...the structure in which the
subject is caught.up_respectively in .
phahtasy, in drive, in sublimation. I‘
am at present developing.the theory of .
this structure (note 1966) (1977a, p.l1l77,

insertion in original).

The'present attempt to describe the mechanisms of

homophobia is not so much given jusﬁification by
the above arguments, therefore, as shown to be
vitally needed in addition to being justified. This

will be supported in Lacanian terms in the avpropriate

chapter }Chaptér Five, sections 5.1 and 5.2).

Radicél Psychoanalysis

There are two psychoanalytic works which address'

themselves to the problem of homophobia. The first

- n o

is by Hocquenghem (1978). This emérges from-tﬁe
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explicitly and radically subversive, post-Lacanian

perspective of Deleuze and Guattari (1977);'so that
its arguments support aims extraneous to those of

this thesis. The same problem applies in thé case

of the other major psychoanalytic work, by Mieli
(1980). Both writers account for homophobia in terms
of repressed homosexuality in the homophobe, but this
does not account for the rejection of homosekuality by
those in whom it is not repressed, although possibly
latent, that is, homosexuals or latent homosexuals

themselves. It is in fact the very desire to repress

or deny that requires explanation.

Details of the Present Approéch

This thesis will therefore involve a snecific and more
detailed exvloration of the mechanisms of homophobia
than has so far been attempted. Where other work on
the topic has déalt with the social functions served by
the stigmatisation of homosexuality, and the detailed
ways in which such stigmatisation is experienced and
dealt with, this work will attempt to describe the
mechanism by which the experience of abhorrence is
aroused with such force by the categorisatién. This
account, that is, attempts to provide an explanatory
link between the social processes through which homo-
sexual stigmatisation occurs, and the orocesses by
which phenomena become emotionally significant to

individuals.
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Once this has been done, the resulting conceptualisation
will be épplied to the procéss of change from
abhorrence to acceptancé of homosexuality in self and
._others. Such acceotance clearly does occur. There is
a large body of work demonstrating such a transition to
acceptance, which includes the references cited earlier
on the relative health of homosexuals as well as the
following references: Cass (1979), Coleman (1982),
Dank (1971), Jacobs and Tedford (1980), Lee (1977),

MacDonald (1982), Troiden (1979).

In attempting this description of the mechanisms of
homophobia and its resolution, Lacanian psychoanalysis
.is a peculiarly appropriate framework within which to
work . lAs mentioned earlier, Lacan emphasizes the
relation of the individual to others, to society at
large, and to the symbolic formations in that society,
most crucially'that of language. This-clearly provides'
a suitable framework within which to consider the
effects on the individual of such a symbolie,act as

placing him/her in a stigmatising category.-

““For it is'only»after the linguiétic a;aiysis
of the phenomenon of language that one can
_legitimately‘eStablish_thé relation that it
constitutes in the sUbject, and at the same
timevdelimit'the order of the "machines"

(in the purély assoéiative sénse that fhis
term possesses in the mathematiéal_theorf'of

‘networks) that may realize this phenomenoh

(Lacan, 1977a, p.1l87).
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Furthermore, the importance of language in the

Lacanian framework allows an understanding of the

waYs in which language iéself operates to be brought

to bear on the topic. In particular, ideology,

insofar as if operates through language, will be

shown to be of great importance in answering the
question at hand. A particular conceotion of ideology
will be adopted hére, because of its elucidation of

the concepts "natural" and "unnatural", which are self-
evidently relevant to the topic of aversion to homo-
sexuality. This conception is that of some post-
Althusserian theorists of ideology, notably Barthes

(1972a), Bennett (1979), and Coward and Ellis (1977).

The aim of this thes{i, then will be to cdmbine a
psychoanalytic perspective with an ideological perspective
in explaining Why homosexuality arouses such a powerful
abhorrence in‘some of those to whom it may be attributed

and in some of those directly or indirectly associated

with or in contact with them, in Western cultures.

Such a synthesis of Lacanian psychoanalysis and vost-
Althusserian £heory 6f ideology has alfeady been

attempted and perhaps achieved by the group of writers
associated with the French journal Tel Quel, and,

indeed, sketched'by Althusser himself (l971b); The

most important of these for our purposes is Julia Kristeva
(1980), and an introduction to their colleéfiﬁe contri-
bution is to be found in Cowara and Ellis (1977). Their
synthesis has, however, been established for different

‘purposes to the present ones, the purposes of literary
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criticism, and consequently different aspects both
of Lacan and of post-Althusserian theory of ideology
have been emphasised. The synthesis of‘the_two
theoretical areas has therefore been argued afresh
here, and aspects. of Lacan and post-Althusserian
ideological theory emphasised and elaborated wnich

are more appropriate to the aims of this thesis.

Thus, in the chapter on Lacan's theory of tne consti-
tution of the human subject, his view that the subject

may only be conceived of in the same way as a linguistic
unit, the signifier, will be emphasised. So will his

view that the subject cannot help conceiving itself in

a way antithetical ﬁo this true state of affairs. A

great deal more detail willvbe given, but almost all of
this will be given only in order to allow an understanding
of the views outlined.above, and in order to clarify the
meaning and use of Lacan's terminology;- It will therefore
be specified where the matter under discussion in that
chapter is not centrally important to the thesis, and
serves rather to exvrlain or give a context for the matter
which_is of'central importance. Only a small fraction of

what Lacan has to say, then, is taken up and used here.

Similarly, in the chapfer on ideology, the. general
operation of ideelogy, insofar as it operates through
1anguage, and the rele of the concepts of the "natural"
“and the "unnaturel" will.be elabofated; The linguistic
dimension Qf ideology will be.considered in terms of

‘language only insofar as language is relevant to Lacan's
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conceptualisation of the human subject. Almost
everything else which the.releVant theorists of
ideology have to say will be explicitly ignored.
There are many highly controversial areas in this
field, some of which will have indirect bearing on
the arguments laid out here. But if the various
possible viewpoints in each of the contfoversial
areas were given due consideration in thinking through
the present analysis'of homophobia, this thesis would
be many times its present length, and, indeed, would
deal less with its present psychological topic than

with sociological or historical materialist topics.

The best that can be done, then, given that one must
start somewhere, is to specify which assumptioné have
been taken as premises, which assumptions are
irrelevant here though they may be crucial considera-
tions in other contexts, and where this'éonceptualisa—
tion articulates with the conceptualisations of other

:

theoretical areas. All of this will be‘attempted.

Some Notes on a View of Science

, The last point mentioned in the vnreceding section, the
articulation with other theoretiéal areas, will be
pertinent throughout the thesis. It will allow work
which tests the assumptions on which this work is based,
to feed back into this conceptualisation and suvport or
correct it. And it will allow the rigour of this work,
insofar as it is valid, to feed back into the aréas from-
which it derives, and the areas to which it is adjacent,

to correct and refine them.
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.For the scientific vaiue of this theoretical type
of thesis does not lie solely in ifs validity as
a'description‘of realit&.. It lies rather in its
epistemological consistency and rigour, its ability
to make the world intelligible in a syétemétic_way.
Tﬁis is why at>bcttom Lacan is preferable in the
present'view to interactionism. And this view,
indeed, is the broadly structuralist or semiotic
view of science‘bropef both to Lacan and to some of

Althusser's successors.

What is structuralism? Before being

a philosoohy, as some tend to see it, it:
is a ﬁethod.of enalysie...one coﬁld say a
structure is a combination and relation
of formal elements which reveal their
logicel coherence within given objects

of analysis (Ehrmann, 1970, p.ix).

Interactionism leaves the human subject ir:educfble

to analysis, whereae Lacan's psychoanalysis makes the
vsubject eminently accessible. to enalysis. This does
not make Lacahﬂsﬁframework_eorrespendvmore c;osely to
reality.than that of the interaCtionists, But it

does make parts of the world intelligible where inter-
actionism does not. Thus it ie'Lecan's-epistemological
SOphistication'which makes him seientifiealiy»more
‘respectworthy in'the preseﬁt view;erather éhan the v

correspondence of his theory to reality.

This is not to say that a theorv may be scientifically

acceptable which has no relation to the world whatsoever.
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It must, on thé,cohtrary, make the world intelligible,
and therefore must not be in more than apparent
contradiction with the phenomena of the world. But
there is always more.than one construction that can
be put on phenomena, each of which constructions may
correspond equallv well to_éhe world. It is at that
point that the present view of science becomes pertinent,
that is, the extension of the world's intelligibility

through epistemological rigour.

The idea that reality may be'empirically explored in an
unequivocal way is what "Levi~Strauss-calls *sterile
empiricism', that is, the notion that the 'real' world

consists of a single undeniable reality" (Hawkes, 1977,

p.55).

Structural anthropologv opens the door to
the notion that all SOCieties construct
their own realities in accordance with
mental or psychological principles that-
determine form and function, and that they
then covertly project these .upon whatever

the real world may in fact be (ibidf, p.56).

The scientist is not exempt from constructing reality.
"Nor should Wevever forget that in science established
truths do not exist. The scientist does ﬁdf supply
trﬁe answers; rather he asks true questions" (Levi-
Strauss, 1970, p.40)." Finally, Lacan's word on'the

matter is that - speaking of the world signified by
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language, which gives the world meaning for the

scientist who studies it -

The dominant factor here is’the unity of
signification, which proves never to be
resolved into a true indication bf the
real, but always refers back to another
signification. That is to Say, the
signification is realized onlv on the
basis of a grasp of thian in their

totality (1977a, p.126).

The phenomena, that is, always underdetermine the
construal that may be made of them, so that the
internal consistency of the theory or construal and
its consistency with other theoretical areas, becomes

the means of assessing its scientific worth.

Thus the scientific value of this theoretical thesis
lies in its suSceptibility to the refiﬁement_of|its
epistemological premises by.the contributioﬁs of work
in other théoreticalvareas, and in the contribution

it may make to the epistemological refinement of such
other work, because of the detailed working through

of the logical implications of its own premises. In
this way thé concéptual equipment with which the world
is made intelligible is perpetually‘sophisticated by
~being tested in many different and related applications.
This has already been the case for a long time in
linguistics, anthropology, historical materialism,

psychoanalysis, mathematics, and so on, as any anthology
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of structuralist works will testify (De George &
De George, 1972; Ehrmann, 1970; Hawkes, 1977;

Kristeva, 1980; Macksey & Donato, 1972).

The related point may be made that different levels

of analysis, even‘within the same field of research,

can fruitfully be articulated in the same way. The
‘present account offers only 6ne very specificaily

limited level of analysis}of the experience of
homophobia. In any concrete case a.great number of
considerations other than the ones dealt with here

would have to be adduced to provide a full or even
satisfactory explanation of homophobia.’ Individual
life-histories, particular osychodynamic configurations
in the individual which make for, for example, especially
low or high tolerance for gender ambiguities or familial
rejection, the greater or lesser threat to occuvational
seéurity, and a host of other factors will éertaihly play
a part in éach'particular case of homophobia. But there
is'only‘Space here to deal sYstematically with one level
of analysis, one of the factors to be taken into account.
And only by dealing systematically with one level, and
thinking it through in detail to its‘lddicél conclusions,
can it serve és an elaboration:useful in the sense that
it can provide a tést of thé’consistency of its own
concepts and pfemises, which can in turn feed in to

" refine the consistency of other leVels'of analysis, and
which can be rigorously tested by their separate
elaborations. This is strictly analogous to the
articulation of adjacent theoretical éreas:discussed

above. It is to the degree that limitation and
k]
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specificity of focus are maintained, that a
theoretical elaboration has useful bearing on other

levels and in other areas of analysis.
As Goldmann puts it,

In order to conduct .a scientific study,
I must first make.distinctions. It is
impossible to make an analysis of or to
establish a dialectic from a.mixﬁure...
If I am stuinné Jansenism...I know very
well that each individual Jansenist-belohgs
to. numerous other groups; ‘but what interests
‘me, ih analysing the Jansenist group is
. whether what they have in common, in
cqmpafison to what'seﬁarates them).will allow
.me to understand certain vatterns of
behéviour which result_preciselyAffom the
fact that. they are together. What we have
here is the conceptual necessity to divide‘
our object of stﬁdy and‘such a division is
indispensablé if our work' is to. be |

scientific (1972, p.102).

And Pratt clarifies the possibility of making such

distinctions:

A melody is a segregated and independent
whole, whereas the nétésAthaf go to make
up the melody are dependenf elements.
The.same.distinction.does not apply with'

equal force, if indeed it applies ét all,

of the human squect insofar as it is relevant to the

understanding of homophobia and its. resolution, and

‘will attempt to justify that interpretation.  Chapter

Four will ex?lain the view of ideology being taken,
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and especially those of its concepts for which it has
been chosen. This will compléte what may be considered

the introductory section of this thesis.

Chapter"Five will elabbrate the mechanismé of homo-
~phobia, what we may call the gay predicament, by .
combining the psychoanalytic and iaeological poles of

' explanation. Chapter Six will elaborate on the
movement towards acceptahce.of homosexuality, what is
'knqwn in the case of the gay individual as the ﬁéoming—
ouf" process, in,terms of the conceptualisatioﬁ
develoééd in-Chapter Five. Chapter Seven will conéist
.in a compariéon of the ndw-déveloped theofy of the gay
predicament and its resolution with existing models,
attempting to show howvthiS-model contradicﬁs,
complementsyér coincides with. others. Thié Will serve
tovghow whaf immediate contribution it makes, even |
before fésearch is undertaken on its basis.,_Finaliy,
Chapter Eight.will include dohéluding comments, sﬁch
 as'§uggeStions.of research difections whidh the
preseﬁﬁ conceptualisation may suggeét and make it

fruitfui to follow.

This arréngement of the contentélis covertly
.uncqnventional,'inbthat material which belongs in the
Introduction and in Chapters Five and SixAhas been
piacéd in Chépter Seven, where the present analysis is
,¢ompared.ﬁith others. ThisiisinecéSSary in view,df‘the
complexity of’the theoretical framework adopted here.

.Some aspects of a critique of pSychdanalytic*approacheé;
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for example, gan only be pursued after Lacan's
framework is clear, and hence cannot be placed in
this Introduction. lAnd the development of an
understanding of homophobia in Chapters Five and
Six is sufficiently complex to become intolerable
if the support of other complex analyses is adduced
~at the same time. Thus material which would make
the present conceptualisations more convincing or at
least apparently more respectworthy, haé beenileft
for Chapter Seven, -on comparisons with other under-
standings. Only small studies, which can simply be
referred to and so easily.incorporated into the text,
will be used to support statements in Chapters Five
and Six themselves. Chapter Seven, then, is far less
an account of other conceptualisations than a

commentary on this ‘one.

In view of the camplexity and_unfamiliarity of Lacan's
technical usage of terms familiar from other contexts,
‘Such'as "imaginary", and "the real", some authoritative
definitions of some»of his terma will be appended to

this thesis for easy reference.
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- SOME: LINGUISTIC CONCEPTS ' '

‘Yov, ab bruaqure poLnLs; at, the "bnnd betw"en thp

The concemts of nost Saussurean linguistics are

Lirniiior an d tho sianfiba is arbitrary,... Ssaon rhat
" fundamental both to Lacan's approach to nsychoanalys1s»‘

i+ i unmotivated, i.c. cxbitrary in that it gstuslds ¢

"', and to the .approaches to ideology which will be adopted

}

~ijthe other)(lbld R

hao no naxural connection trith the signifled” (1972, -
in this thesis. 1In order to . make the exposition of these
pp.72~73). There ig nothing intrinaically tree-like ckaac
approaches easier, therefore, some of these concepts
the coundepattern of the signifier "twoee”, and, ihdedd,
will be elucidated in this chapter. 1In the process of
“arboi® o used to signify a tree in Latin, witlsuch it
presentlng these concepts, it will be argued that language
it o vury different sound~vattern from "tree". “Thire
and languaqe ~like phenomena organise the world for us,
is literally no reason td profer any othor word. fyond any
1nclud1ng that part of the world that is ourselves, and

. otuxy conrce, prbre, bawd, arbpr, or cvan on invented

that this organlsatlon is capable of chanae.
vowd, fnurd, to 'tree!'. ‘None iz more adequate or
Pas :

Trenacenable! than another"  {Ho akﬂs, 1977, ©.26).
The Nature of the Sign - .

. T , , _
‘»The,;linguistics undersjdiscussionrishgroundedzin? some

N
L)

Tfundamentalndefinitions§andqinsightsabfaferainénd:de:&
SSaussure .8 The'un1ts~ofb1ancuage~are»analvsedﬂn1n“hls

rapbroach,)lntotthe331gn1f1ernand tbeislgnlfled“ The
A
aslgnlfler ;srthegaeoustlcalmage;nlnathe case ofaspbken

~language,ias 1n1the’sound pattern/kat/ rkTheu51gn1f1ed

2

tlsatheaconcebththat 1s assoc1atedow1th that;acoustlc»

leage,tasclnpthlsrcasellsrthe{conceot of7a, cat (Pettit,

r1975 cP. GL. Ther51gn1f1eraandfslqnlfleditogether*maked.’

'.ngp.ghe§§iggﬁodS§g§sgre.eompare§ thecrelatlonshlp:ofd all”
.beignifier'andisignified%incansiqn£t0mthat Ofntwogsidestbf

“'nauoleceuoftnaper. nthetone"cannot beeconcelved ofawithgut

. Thecmethodoloalcalndlstlnctloniﬂ the-

--betweenathevtwotlsnuseful ahowever, 1njthat itppermitsy

LenalnvestlgatlonEandaunderstandlnanofytheiorocesses bvta.e.

cwhlch3oart1cular651gn1f1erstcome torbe assoc1ated -withas

g e
Y

DartlcularQSLgnrfleds,g tiog’ would ncg e vunjp~< to4f

Loayriseds ovolutrr; {Culler, on, cit., a.lll. S

] !
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Thus languages "do not simply name existing categories,
they'articulate their own" (ibid.). That is, languages
organise the world for their speakers. We must therefore
explain not only how éignifiers become linked to signifieds,
but also how signifiers acquire a consistent definition at
all, given that there.are no pre-existing signifieds which
can give them their meaning. .Saussure's answer is that
signifiers are given their definition by theif difference
.from‘other signifiers, and similarly for signifieds. Red,
the signified, for example, is given its definition by

its difference from vink, orange, and so on. . The'signifier

"kill" is giveﬁ.itsvdefinition by its difference from
"kiss", "mill", "cull" ahd so on. Whereas the Chinese
may not perceive the_difference in meaning between the
words "lick" and "rick",.because'they cannot distinguish
between the sound—patterns of the signifiers. As

Saussure puts it:

‘in language (langue), in a language state

(tat de langue) nothing exists but differences.

A difference evokes in the mind the idea of the
positive terms between which itlholds. In
language there are differences, nothing bﬁt
differences, but without positivévterms. This
is a paradoxical fact unoted in Percival,

1981, p.23).

The signifier, then, has no positive being of its own:
"both signifier and signified are purely relational or
differential entities" (Culler, op. cit., p.23). This

cannot be sufficiently emphasised:
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the linguistic system being what it is, wherever
one begins one will find nothing simple but
alwayvs and everywhere this same complex.~
equilibrium of reciprocally defined or
conditioned termé. In other words, language
is a form and not a substance. One cannot
steep oneself too deeply in this truth, for
all the mistakes in our terminology, all oﬁr
incorrect ways of designating aspects of language,
come from this involuntary assumption that
linguistic phenomena must have substanCe.-

(Saussure, quoted ibid., p.47).

In Lacan's words, "the being of language is the non-

being of objects" (1977a, ».263).

A consequence of this relational character of language

is that

Not only does each language produce a different
set of signifiers, articulating and dividing f),%cwﬂbfﬂl—
the continuum of sound in & distinctive way;

each language produces a different set of

signifieds; it has a distinctive and thus.

"arbitrary" way of organizing the world into

concepts or categories (Culler, op. cit}, p.23).

The analysis of language in terms of the relations between
the terms at any given time is known as a svnchronic
analysis ("study of the linguistic system in a particular

state, without reference to time" (ibid., ».35)). This
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is diétinguished from a study of the historical
pfocesses of development of a language, the "study
of its evolution in time" (ibid.), which is known

as a diachronic analysis.

As Culler argues, there is a "connection between the
arbitrary nature of the sign and the profoundly

historical nature of language" (ibid.). And he explains:

if there were some essential or natural conn-
ection between signifier and signified, then
ﬁhe sign would have an essehtial core whibh
would 5e unaffécted by.time or which at least
would resist chahge.‘ This unchanging essence
could be oppdsed to those "accidental"

features which did‘alter‘ffom 6ne period to
another. But in_fact, as we have seen, ﬁhere
is no aspect of the sign which is é necessary
property and which therefore 1ie$ outside time.
Any aspect of sound or meaning can alter; the
history of languages is full of radical
evolutionary alterations of both_sound and
-meaning.;.Because it is arbitrary, the sign is
totally subjéct.to.history, andv%he combinatipn
at a particular mbment of a given signifier and
signified is a contingent result of the |

~historical process (ibid., pp.35-36)."

Again, for the purposes of this thesis, this profound .

historicity’of language cannot be overemphasised.
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It may be concluded from the above that, not only
does language organise or construct the world of its
speakers, but that it is the signifier<whieh produces
the signified, since there are no pre—eXissing concepts.

As Lacan puts it,

- The thematics of this scieﬁce is henceforth
suspended, in effect, at the primordial
position of the signifier and the signified
as being distinct orders separated
initially...And that is what was to make-
vossible an exact studyvof the connections
proover to the.signifier, and of the extent
of their function in the genesis of the

signified (1977a, p.149).

Of course, "In a sense, the notion of a synchronic
state is a methodological fiction" (Culler, o». cit.,

v.37). For in the case of each language

We are,abstracting from a feality which
consists of a very large number of native
speakers, whose lincuistic systems may

 differ in varieus ways. Nevertheless, the
linguistic system of Ffench is a definite
.reality, in tha£ all these speakers understand
one another; whereas someone who speaks only
Ehglish cannot understand them; Since we .
‘want to represent this fact and speak of the

- system which these native speakers have iﬁ

common, we produce statements about the
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linguistic system in a particular synchronic

state (ibid., pp.37-38).

But the synchronic and diachronic dimensions of

language, being methodological distinctions, are

always present together. "Speech always implies both

an established system and an evolution; at every

moment it is an existing institution and a product of

the past" (Saussure,

1972, p.60).

Language in Practice

Saussure makes a distinction between language insofar

as it is performed and observable, that is when it is

actually written in
language insofar as
. system which allows

to be performed and

texts or spoken in utterances, and
it is a. linguistic, grammatical
correct or incorrect speech acts

recognized by others. He calls the

former varole, actual speech, and the 1atter langue,

language.

But what is language (langue)? It is not to be

confused with human speech, of which it is only

~a definite part, though certainly an essential

one. It is both a social product of the faculty

of speech and a collection of necessary"

conventions that have been adopted by a social

body to permit

individuals to exercise that

faculty (Sauésure, ibid., p.61).

And "Execution is always individual, and the individual

is. always its master: I shall call the executive side
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speaking (pvarole)" (ibid., p.65). In this thesis,

"language" will always be used to refer to both langue
and parole, unless it is used in conjuﬁctibn’With or

—

in opposition to "speech", or when specified to refer

to langue.

It follows that "Language is the social side of sveech,
outside the individual who can never create'nor'modify
it by himself; it exists only by virtue of a sort of
contract signed by the members of a communitv. Moreover,
the individual must always serve an apprenticeship in
order to learn the functioning of language; é child
assimilates it only gradually” (ibid., p.66). But langue
has no existence other than in»its'manifestations in
speech: "The nature of the langue liés'beyond, and
determines, the nature of each manifestaﬁion of parole,
yet it has no concrete existence of its own, except in
the'piecemeal manifestations that 'speech affords'"

(Hawkes, op. cit., p.21).

When Lacan speaks of language, he refers ultimately to
the language commonly spoken by people, from which the
Saussurean properties of language are ultimatelv deduced.
Thué when he saysb"the unconscious is structured as a
language...it is ﬁot as some special part of language...
Language is language and there is only'one sort of
language; concrete language - English or French for

instance - that people talk" (Lacan, 1972b, p.188).
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It follows from the preceding sectionvthat language

as it functions in speech can only produce meaning

once differences have been established between its terms.
But even once this prerequisite is satisfied, more
factors enter into the production of meaning. Firstly,
‘speech and writing take time: "verbal utterance...is
forced to deliver its elements in a certain order or
sequence which is itself significant" (Hawkes, o?. cit.,
p.25). Thus, the "mode of the rélationship between
signifier and signified can be said to be essentially,
albeit minimally, séquential in nature" (ibid.).. "It
follows from this fhat each word will have a linear or
'horizontal' relationship with the words that orecede and
succeed it, and‘a good deal of its capacity’to 'mean'’
various things derives from tﬁis pattern'of positioning"
(ibid., ©.26). This horizontal unfolding of meaning is
known as the syntagmatic aspect of laﬁguage. It is |
fréquently assimilated to the diachronic éspect, since
both essentially involve the passage of time (Hawkes,

ibid., p.27; Lemaire, 1977, ».34).

The "horizontal", sequential dimension of lénguage is
contrasted with a "vertical" dimension, in which each

word in the sentence is given its primary definition by

its difference from all the other words which could have
revlaced it in the sentence. This is clearlv the synchronic
éspect of language, as discussed above. It is also known

as the paradigmatic aspect of language (ibid.). ‘Thus the

units of language
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{whatever their inner structure and their
extent,vquite different according to'éasés)
have no significant existence excepf by |
théir frontiers: those which'separate
them from other actual units of the dis-
course...and also those which distinguish
them from other virtual units, with which
thev form a certain class (which liﬁguists
call a paradigm);...in a certain relation
of affinity and dissimilarity (Barthes,

1972b, p.151).

The paradigmatic axis, then, is characterised by
selection from a class of words which could feplace
each other in a sentence, as is "shovéd", "pushed",
"pulled", "stunned", "shunned" and so on in the case
of the sentence "I grew angry and shunned him". And
the syntagmatic a#is is characterisea by combinations
of words in a sequence. "The selection is produced on
the baée of equivalence, similarity and dissimilarity,
synonymity and antonymity, while the.combination, the
build up of the sequence, is based on éontiguity"

(Jakobson, 1972, p.95).

1

Jakobson further aséimilates these "two basic modes of
arrangement used in verbal behaviour" (ibid.) to the figures
of speech, metavhor and metonymy (Hawkes, op. cit., p.77).
"Broadly speaking, metaphor is based on a proposed

similarity or analogy between the literal subject...
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and its metaphorical substitute" (ibid.). ‘This
matches selection by equivalence in the paradigmatic
axis. And "metonymy is based on a proposed contiguous
(or 'sequential') association between theviiteral
subject;..and its 'adjacent' replacement" (ibid.).
This matches combination by contiguity in the syntagmafic

axis.

Lacan makes use of these synonymities in apprlving
linguistic concepts to psychoanalysis, princimally by
assimilating metaphor and metonymy to condensation and
displacement, respectively. "The same structﬁral,laws

of condensation and displacement...are the laws of the
unconscious. These laws are the same as those which create
meaning in language" (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, op. cit.,

p.192). And,

It is a question of rediscovering in the laws
that govern that ofher scene...which Freud...
designétes as being that of the unconscious,
the effects that are discovered at the level...
of...language: .effects’cénsﬁituted bv the
double play of combination and sﬁbstitution

in the éignifier, according to the two aspects
that generafe the signified, metonymy and

metaphor (Lacan, 1977a, ».285).

There are further pfecisions of meaning made vossible
by the socio-historical contexts of speech-acts and
texts, which are not purely linguistic in nature. "That

which is transmitted cannot be separated from the forms,
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the means, and the concrete conditions of the
transmission" (Medvedev, quoted in'Todorov; 1981,
p.174). For "in fact, orior to the speech-act,

the speaker and the addressee,literally do not exist
as.such; it is only the discursivevprocess‘which thus
defines them in relation to each'other" (Todorov, ibid.,
p.173). Thus, if I say, "I want you to break that log",
many of the words in my utterance are defined only by

the concrete circumstances in which I speak.

Furthermore, "No member of the verbal community will

ever discover any'wcrds in language which are totally
neutral, devoid of another's asvirations and evaluations,
or free of another’ s voice...A word reaches one context
in terms of another context, penetrated by the 1ntentlons

of another" (Bakhtln,,quoted ibid., p.170).

Thus difference between signs makes meaning possible in
language, and concrete contexts - the-sentenCe; the paradigm,
the dialoguing interlocutors, the surroundings, the epoch,
the’e#isting intonationevof the words - develop the precise
meaning each text or utterance beare. "From which we can
say that 1t is in the chain of the 51gn1f1er that the
-meaning. 'insists' .but that none of its elements 'consists'
in the signification of which it is at the moment capable"
(Lacan,»l977a, p;153)> The whole utterance, that 1s,
vand the whole text .or the whole dlscourse, is resoonsible
for the signification of each element each 51gn1f1er;
the signifiers on their own are_not responsible for their
signification._ Lacan gives the example of "contract", in:

"the expressions: 'marriage contract', 'contract bridge',
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'breach of contract', or...the word 'contract'
progressively reduced to the articulatidn.of;its
first syllable: contract, confrac, contra,-contr..."
(1977a, p.63). All this is contrasted with the word
"contract" as a command to contract the pupils of

one's eyes.

Because of this contextuality, change in lanquage is
easily conceived of, for as new contexts appear and
new combinations of interlocutors, so new meénings can

emerge.

Given that the sign is defined entirely by its confext,
purely linguistic and.otherwiée,.and'that it is capable
of inhabiting any number of contexts, it is possible for
a language to contain’é'number*of sﬁb—languages, in each
of which the words will carry meaningsxor significations
peculiar to thesevcontexts,.in addition to'the significa-
tions they bear in other contexts. Thus, for example,
the meanings of the terms used in the language of natural
science will differ to some degree from the meanings of
the same terms used in poetry. Furthermoré, these
differenceé may show some roughly spedifiable pattérn.
For example, fhe langﬁage of natural science may tend
towardsvthe revefse; "No doubt, for_any_speéch commuﬁity,
for aﬁy spéaker, there‘exists.a unity of 1angua§e,vbut
fhis overall code re?résents a systém.of'interconnectéd
subcodés; each languége ehcompasses severél concﬁrfent
‘patterns which are each éharactérized by a different
function" (Jakobson, 1972, ?.88).' Such subcodes wili be

called discourses in this thesis. They will be referred
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to when the particular characteristics making the
pattern peculiar to a discourse distinguishable from
other such patterns are Qf salient inte:est; Fbr éxamplé,
“ideongical discourse" or "the discourse of ideologyf
will refer to language insofar as it has the chéracteiistics

of ideology.

Lacan gives an idea of the nature and rélationships of
such discourses: "With the second properﬁy:ofvthe
signifier, that of combining according to'thé'léws of a
closed order, is affirmed the necessigy of the_topological
substratum of which the term thét I'ofdinarilyiuse,
namely, the signifying chain, gives an approximate idea:
rings of a necklace that is a ring in another necklace

made of rings" (1977a, p.153).
The concept of bricolage is a helpful'one here.

The process involveé a "science of the
concrete”...which...orders, claésifies.
and arranges into stfucturés the minutiae
of the physical world...The structures,.
"improVised" or "made-uo" (these are
‘rough.tranélations of the Dorocess of .
bricolef) aé ad ggg résponses to an
environment..."explain" the world and
make it able to be lived in (Hawkes, op.

. cit., p.51).

This provides an analdgy with the function of
language ésbthat which organises our world. And

the fact that it is a process suggests that alter-
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native organisations are vossible, which, together

“with the concept of a number of such organisational
‘structures making up.the.bricélage, oprovides an

~ analogy with what is meant above by "discourse".

This is usefully'elabOrated by the following:

Tégether, object and meaning constitute
a sign, and, within any one culture,vsuch
signs are assembled, reveatedly, into
characteristic forms of diséoufse;' However;
when the bricoleur re-locates the significant
object in a different positibn within thaﬁ
. discourse, using the samé overall repertoire .
of signs, or when that objectnis placed
within a different total énsemble,-a new
‘discourse is constiﬁuted, a different,méssage .

conveYed‘(Clarke, quoted in Hebdige, 1979, p.1l04).

These guotes on bricolage suggest that signs need not be

of the nature of the language we speak and write. For "i

language is a system of signs, then not only sounds or

written texts, but also all meaningful social practices

“and cultural phenoména may constitute particulaf Signs of

,language" (Larrain, 1979, p.130). For example, a woman's

wearing or not wearing make-up has a significance in

.Western cultures, as will a man's eating supper at a

Wimpy bar'asvopposed to at home or at a steakhouse. The
same conditions for the pOsSibility’of meéning_apply;to

non-verbal signs as to verbal.

Thus. the questions may be asked which extend the field:

of linguistics to the field of semiology or semiotics,
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of the first governs the pathways of the

second (1977a, v.126).

Some Implications of the Foregoing

Language not only organises or.conétructs the Qbrld

of the speaker; it also organises the very concept

of speaker or subject of the sentence. For the wbtd

"I" is defined by its difference from equivalent'terms

and by its context, as is any othér word. And the

subject will be referred to with other words by‘him/herself
and others, as well as by certain styles of;speaking,
writing, dressing, behaving and being respondéd‘to or related
to, all of which will characterise the persbn in.a certain
roughly consistent way. When the designation of the
subject by "I" is referred to in this thesis, all these
other means ofbreferring to or characterisinag the subject

will be taken as understood.

And it may be emphasised that language organises the world
not simply because it is organising by nature, but also
because it gives meaning and significance,_so that it is

only through language that it iS'possible for the world to

" have organisation at all. "As well as being a system of

signs related among themselves, language incarnates meaning

in the form of the series of positions it offers for the

subject from which to grasp itself and its relations with

the real" (Nowell-Smith, quoted in Belsey, 1980, p.6l).

Another implication of the preceding pages is that
language pre-exists the. individual, who enters into an

organisation of the world entirely indepehdent of her/his
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needs or motives. For "the arbitrary nature of the

sign explains...why the social fact -alone can create

. H ’
! 4 -

a linguistic system. The community is necessary if

. values that owe their ex1stence solelv to usage and

-

general acceptance are to be set up" (Saussure, quoted
in Belsey, op. c1t., p.41). And such a conventional
system, language, clearly is already existent by the

time the contemporary individual, and most of his/her.

predecessors, are born. That which-brganises'his/her

' world, therefore, does so in ways eStabliShed before

his/her particular. needs. and contributions existed to be

taken into consideration. .
Hence Lacan can say (what will be elaborated in detail
in the next chapter) : /

Needs.become subordinated to the same
conventional conditions as those of the*
signifier'in its double register:,-theA

synchronic reglster of oppOSition between
.. " " - -
'irreduc1ble elements, and the diachronic

e LT

register of substitution and comblnation,
. _

'through which language, even if it does

not fulfil all functions, structures
' <everything concernlng relatlons between

KU

human beings (l977a, p 255)

And ‘he can -speak. of' the entry into language as that

which- "not only suspends‘the satisfaction of needs

.from the signifying apparatus, but also that which

frangments them, filters them, models them: upon the

defiles of the structure of the signifier" (ibid.).
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It follows from the distinction between langue and
parole that there is a tension between the social,
general aspect of language and the individuai,.particular
aspect of language. As argued above in this section, the
individual enters a language which pré—exists hef/him.‘ But
since selectioq and change is possible in view of the
dialogical and contextual natufe of 1anguage; the iﬁdividual
can develop a parole of her/his own. But the tenéion_
between fhe individual. and the general will always be present,
since the same words belong to both. Peirce's concept of

"generals" may clarify this:

a test for something's being a general is whether

it is repeatable as oobposed to being a unique

individual. It is fairly obvious that words of a
human language are repeatable, that the véry same
word can be spoken or written many times

(Skidmore, 1981, p.45).

Thus Todorov can say, "the authorities fight the diversity
of discourse by aspiring to a common language (or rather

idiom)" (op. cit., p.176).

And Lécan can speak of the goal of-analysiS'as being to
speak "full speech" as opposed to "empty épeéch". He
speaks of a developﬁental stage "in which the Iis
precipitated in a primordial form..éandillater) 1an§uage
reétorés to it, in the universal;,itS’function as subject"
(1977a, p.2, insertion added). He goeé dn, “Buf'fhé

important point is that this form situates the agency of

the ego, before its social determination, in a fictional
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direction, which will always remain irreducible for
the individual alone, or rather, which will only rejoin the
coming-into-being...of the subject asymototlcally, whatever
the success of the dialectical svntheses by Wthh he must
resolve as I his discordance with his own reallty" (ibid.).
And he states that "the antinomy immanent in the,relations
between speech and language becomes clear. As language
becomes more functional, it becomes imbroper for speech,
and as it becomes too particular to.us,'it_loses‘its
function as language" (ibid., p.85). Finally, he speaks

of the

true suhject, that is, the subject of the
unconscious...in the Language of his symptoms
'whioh, although it is in a'sense‘deciphered
by the analyst, is more a processfof the
subject's comihg around to address himself.r
to him in a more and more consistent~way..;
What the subject who is speaking says,
however empty his discourse ﬁay be at g
first, takes on its effectjfrom.the process

" of approaching to the Word thch.is realized
.in‘his discoUrse, a conming closer to the Word
into which he will fully convert the Truth

| Wthh his symptoms express (that 1s, the

parole v1de w1ll become a parole p elne)

(quoted in Wilden,vl968, 0.142, Wilden‘s

insertion).

. The point of the above quote will be clearer if it is
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borne in mind that "the Word" is an alternative

translation of parole, so that it'should be read as

"speech" to make it consistent with the earller citings

~of Lacan and comments on them. Parole v1de, and-

parole pleine, have been translated as "empty'speech"

and "full speech" respectively.

This link with,Lacan?which will be taken up in Chapter

‘Six, suggests‘further points of contact between.psycho—

analysis and linguistics. Firstly, the_process of.”
change of language referred to earlier is given an added
dimension by the degree to which psychoanalyslS'shows
the individual to. be capable of reworking language. It
shows this to be possible to a radical extent,'in that
the processes at work. in the unconscious, disolacement
and condensatlon, are the. equlvalent respectlvely of
metonymy and metaohor, but do.not require the
conventlons oﬁ meanlng’to_effect-thelr substltutions;and
combinations. Thus the German for a‘ﬁshineh'on the nose-
can come to be unconsc1ously equated w1th the visibility
of a nose, for the entlrelv adventltlous reason that the
Engllsh "glance" and’ the German "glang" (shine) are

homophonous, ‘S0 that "shine" through this purelv external -

connectlon ;n_sound can replace p0551ble to be glanced

-at" in meaning. Thus changes can occur beyond the

5constra1nts of meanlng.

Secondlf, the,lndividual,'therefore,'by the operatlon of
the unconscious as revealed by psychoanalysis,'ls .
"different,”irreducible, for one is borne by'a simply
51ngular speech not merglng w1th the others, but then

exposed to the black thrusts of a desire that borders
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will be necessary to clarify and use Wittgenstein's
emphasis on use of a word in tempofary preference to .
Saussure's emphasis on difference. It is therefore

useful to note that the two approaches are complementary.

At the level of speech-acts and. sentences, meaning may

be taken "in the sense that in performing them people

intend to communicate certain things” (ibid., p.34).
Ultimately, however, this is dependent on. the meanihg
established for words by difference; bifference reﬁains
the precondition for further factors to make a contribution.

For "Saussure is talking...about the conditions of meaning

as meaning operates immanently and unconsciously within

the discourse" (wWilden, op. cit., p.214).
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LACAN'S VIEW CN THE CONSTITUTION OF THE SUBJECT

Lacan's endeavour can be described from a number of

different viewpoints: ourely psvchoanalytic,

-vhilosophical, scientific, linguistic, and more. For

the present purnoses two ways of seeing his contribu-

‘tion stand out.

Firstly, he mav be seen as attempting to establish
psychoanalysis as a science, using only concepts vroper

to its own object of study, which is the unconscious

(Freud, 1923). To this end he rejects Freud's use of =

an energic model of the human constitution, and replaces

it with a linguistic one. This is apvropriate to

‘psychoanalysis, for, as Freud points out when speaking

of the analyst and patieht, "Nothing takes place between
them except that they talk to each other" (1926, ».187).
The effects of the unconscious which allow the analyst to
infer or construct the unconscious formations andvdynamics
are usefully found, it may be argued, only in language, in
the communication between patient and analyst, for example
in slips of the tongue and the dream text related by the
patient. Thus, through linguistics, Lacan integrates the
object of psychoanalytic science with its methodologyv, so
that the findings of psychoanalysis are obtained in an
epistemologically rigorous way.

Secondly, Lacan may be seen as attempting to explain the
passage of a human being from a speechless (literally
"infant") condition, to a condition in which it can speek
and enter into all the symbolically mediated activities

and exchanges of human society. He can do this because
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the disruptive or bewildering human phenomena on which
psychoanalysis works, dreams, jokes, varapraxes and
mneurotic and psvchotic symptoms, suggest for their
explanation infantile experiences which‘stili live on
unconsciously énd produce these disruptions. Such
unconscious formations cannot be studied directly.
They can only be studied via their effects on conscious
discourse, as suggested above in outlining the first
view of Lacan's endeavour. They are thus inevitably _——E;>
theoretical constructs, the truth of their existence
~ assessed solely on the coherence of the explénation'fhey

provide of what is observed (Freud, 1937b).

Lacan's linguistic emphasis allows him to determiné_the 'j‘j?
points at which the theoretically constructed unconséious
formations may no longer be meaningfully spoken about in

a scientific context. The reason for this is that language
is necessary for meaning to be possible. Infants are
incépable of using language, except in an inéonsistént way,
the systematic relation of which to our language is
impossible to establish. Thus we can never know with
certainty what their exveriences are. And when, ultimately,
they are in a position to recount their experiences to us,
if only in retrosvect, their experiences are already
mediatéd by language, a system of symbols which re-
organises these experiences according to its- own laws.

These laws impose a meaning on the infantile experiences
which is not inherent in them, but comes to an indeterminate
degree from the synchronous manner of workingvof the

language itself.
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The Lacanian account of infantile development is ”’f;>
therefore to a very large degrée é kind of myth, rathér
than rigorously scientific. But it serves to make the
effects studied in the analytic session intelligible,
and to assist an understanding of the nature of the.

speaking human subject.

Lacan's concern to explain the acquisition of speech in
individuals is far from arbitrarily connected with his
ianguage-based epistemological premises. For the subject-
matter of psychoanalysis, as well as the means of
investigatingrit, are the discourse of the patient in the
analytic session. Thus, as the patient's history emerges,
the aspect.of it with which the analyst wiil cdme into the
most direct contact, which will require the least inference*®
and theoretical construction to be uncovered, is the
patient's changing relation to language. For it is in

the form of the patient's speech that the patienf'é historyv
is reVealéd to the analyst. The patient's histdry is
already. embodied in the material with which the analyst |

must work.

Thuéliacan produces an epistemology and theory which are
pre-eminently suited to thevpsychoanélytic method of
making intelligible the human subject's developing relation
to language, and hence his/her relation to the symbolic
.'structures of the relevant social formation, Both his
epistemology and his® theorv:.6f the constitution of the

subject will be discussed at lehgth in this chapter.

This combination of two views of Lacan's contribution
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may be summarised by saying that his epistemology ‘“%D
dictates his ontology, within a scientific context.

For his epistemology dictates that only that which

may be spoken about or "languaged" is meaningful and hence

has a place in scientific discourse. Thus science may only
speak of the being of the human subject insofar as she/he
speaks. And this, throﬁgh a procéss which will be argued

in this chapter, leads Lacan to maintain thatvthe subject

has the being of a lingu;stic ﬁnit, the signifier, as far T:j;7

A

as science is concerned.

The account of Lacan given below will consider only‘a
fraction of what Lacan has to say. Detailed considerationsv
of the relation of his work to areas not directly of
concern here may be found in Lemaire (1977) on his

relation to structuralism, Stewart (1980) on his relation
to hermeneutics and phenomenology, Coward and Ellis‘(l977)
on his relation ts linguistics, idealogy'and the theory of
subjectivity, and Wilden (1968), on his relation to

contemporary philosO?hical trends.

This chapter is concerned only with limited aspects of
Lacan's theory of how the human subiect in general is
formed as a subject, and with certain;implications of

that theory for the nature of the subject onceiit is
constituted. Clearly, this account, even‘thouéh of such
limited aspects of Lacanian psYchoanalysis, must inevitably
be‘snly one of a humber of prsible interpretations.of
Lacan's ambiguous and complex statements. Butvthe support

adduced from Lacan's texts should make it a convincing one.

. -
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In any event, the validity of this interpretation of
Lacan will lie in a large measure on the intelligibility
it brings to the phenomena of homophobia on which it is
brought to bear in this thesis, and in its own internal
consistency. Such an assertion is in accord not only:
with a structuralist and semiotic approach to science, but
also with the pSychoanalytic methodology itself. As Freud
said, aﬁtidipating structuralism in this as in so much
else, "The value of a 'fiction' of this kind...depends on
hoﬁ much one can achieve with its help" (1926, p.194).
Whether the ensuing account is "£ruly Lacanian" or not, then,

is beside the point.

This chapter will argue that the subject can be méaning— £
fully thought of only in terms such as may be applied to

the units of which language is composed. It will furfher

be argued that the overwhelming desire of the human

subject is, pafédoxically, to think of itself ih Ways
antithetical to this. Finally, an attempt will be made

to demonstrate that an implication of the foregoing is

that the subject becomes deeply committed to the social
structures embodied in language, before it‘is'in a

position to be circumspect about making potentially

unsalutary commitments.

Lacan sees the resolution of the Oedipus complex. as that
which makes the infant a speaking subject. This chapter
will therefore be organised to describe pertinent aspects

of Lacan's re-construction of pre-Oedipal life, how this
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is disrupted by the Oedipal complex, and how the
complex is resolved to make the child a sveaking
subject,‘a participant in the human world mediated
by symbolic relations. Some implications of this

resolution will then be drawn.

The Mirror Stage

Lacan, like Freud before him, constructs his theory to
make sense of thé facts produced by the psychoanalytic>
method. "Facts" should be understood here as findings
which may be repeated by applying the rules and
principles of the psychoanalytic method. They are not
simply detected or revealed, but, as suggested in_thé
Introduction (section 1.7), they are actively produced
in accordance with theoretical c¢riteria of what makes
valid research and interpretation of phenomena. Whether
they are facts by the rules of other methodologies,“éuch‘
as that of néo—positivism, is therefore irrelevant.
Lacan, then, is concerned to make sense of a number of
facts about infaﬂtile life produced in the analytic
session, in conjunction with a number. of observations of

the behaviour of infants.

The fécts produced in analysis include phantasies of the

body as dismembered or fragmented,l' of castration, of

1. "Dismembered limbs, a severed head, a hand cut off at

the wrist...feet which dance by themselves...all these
have something peculiarly uncanny about them,
especially when, as in the last instance, they prove
capable of independent activity in addition" (Freud
1919a, p.244).



_60_
being the phallus, of the parents' perfection, and
of their terribie aggressive or seduc¢tive qualities.
The observations include the infant's apparent excited
- fascination upon glimpsing its own image in a mirron,f
at a time after its sixth month, its succéssful imitation
of its‘peers before it is sufficiently well éo—ordinated
- to pérform the same movements spontaneously, and iﬁs
apparént identification with its peers, crying when

another child falls, for example.

Lacan weaves his theorv around these data, integrating
it with the account already develoved by psychoanalysis.
This section will consist in a description of aspects of

infantile life and development as reconstructed by Lacan.

Initially, according to Lacan, the infant séams to
.experience itself as a play of disjointed sensations and

as a set of body-fragments that have no consistent‘rélation
" to one another. He speaks, for exmaple, of phantasies of
"a fragmented body-image" which may "appear in the form of
disjointed limbs" (1977a, p.4). Between about the sixth
and eighteenth month of life; the infant appears tolbeéome
awafe of the unity of its body. It can do.sq, hoWever,
only -through its perception of the bodies of others since £
it cannot see its awn body in toto. ‘These other bodiea
iﬁciude those of other infants of approximately its own
age,_thatvof its mother, and the image of its own body

" reflected in a mirror.

~But it has as yet no means of distinguishing between

itself and the world of objects external to itself.
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This is a differentiation which has to be learnt.
It_consequently cannot be thought to make a distinction
as yvet as to whether the unified bodyQimage it perceives
is that of others or its own. Analytic experience |
“shows us that experience of oneself in the'earliest
stége of childhood develops, insofar as it refers to one's
counterpart, from a situation experienced as'undiffeféhtiated.
Thus about the age of eight‘monthé, we see...those géstures...
by whigh a subject reconstructs the imperfeqt effort of the
other's gesture...that are all the more.remarkable in that
they precede the complete co-ordination of the motor.

apparatuses that they bring into play" (Lacan, 1977a, p.18).

Furthermore, it may be thought to be powerfully motivated
to acquire such unity of being.as the body-image displays.
For its fragmented body and arbitrary sensations must be
deeply distfessing to it. Needs appear with no context or
experience of effective action to mediate-them éhd‘givé
them some meaning of temporariness, so that they must be
experienced as absolute absehce of satisfaction, absolute
lack. bLacan'speaks of "a certain dehiscence at the heart
of the organism, a primordial Discord betrayed by the signs
of uneasiness and motor unco-ordination of the neo=-natal
months" (1977a, p.4). And he mentions, "the confrontation
of the subject with an absence of object, with a lack of
being in which he is stuck or caught, iﬁ which he loses
himself and to which anything is preferable" (quoted in

Wilden, 1968, pp.l150-151).
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The infant therefore identifies 6 as seems to Be
'observable,with the unified body-image it experiences
in those who we would see as others.. The "specular |
image...is linked as a unifier to all the...elements
of what is called the fragmented body" (Lacan, 1977a;
©.196). It may be considered to assume the image as»r
its owh both because it cannot properly dietinguiSh between
itself and others so that such identification is simply a
- fact of life for it, and because it is motivated to do so.
This occurs with all the motivation of its distress at the
absolute arbitrarily descending lack it experiences.
The motivation becomes signifieant when, later, a sense
of the infant's separateness begins to creep into ite world.
This identification is the beginning of the ego in Lacan's

understanding.

We have only to understand the mirror stage ) tfﬂa

as an’identificatién) in the full sense that_'

analysis gives to the term: namely, thev
transformation that takes place in the
subject when he assumes an image...
This jubilant assumption of his specular
image by the child at thevinfans stagerestill
" sunk in his motor incapacity and nursling R
dependence, WOuld-Seem to exhibit in ani
exemplary situation fhe symbolic metrix}inx
which the I is.precipitated in a primordial'
form, before it is objectified in the . s
dialectic of identification with the other,
and before language restores to it, in_éhe

universal, its function as subject (1977a, p.2).
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Lacan calls this period when the prodess of assuming
a ﬁnified image occurs the mirror stage. It is character-
ized, as suggested above, by lack of.differentiatién’
between self and‘not—self, and therefore by unmediated
undifferentiated relating to what we would see as othér
than the self. Lacan also calls‘this a dua; relationship,

for reasons which will become clear later.

Because the infant is seen as uhable to distinguish.
‘.between the image and what it is an image of, this'type

of relating to the world is cailed by Lacan the iméginary
(or the imaginary register). In the imaginary the image

ié treated és the thing of which it is the image. "The
whole drama of the dual relationship is playedaout here:

' consciousness collapses into its double (the other).without
keeping its distance from it" (Lemaire, 1977, p.81, inser-
- tion added). This precedes the "moment of the'separation
of the gratifying object from the sign" (ibid.,~p;l65).
"The imaginary relationship which has...been_éssimilated

to a dﬁal relationship. is specified by the absence of
mediation between the self and the thing; the self and the
object of desire, or the self and the idea" (iﬁid.;.p.227).
This will contrast with the type of relafing‘to the world
which is seen by Lacan as characteristic of languagéé
speakers, which he calls the symbolic._ In the symbolic the
subject grasps that which represents something élse,vthatiis,
the signifier, as distinct from that which'it represents,

that is, the signified.

Lacan infers that the infant gradually comes to have another

exceedingly powerful motivation for wanting tO"be a'unified
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being., His reasoning is as follows. The most constant
image, and the only necessary one, that enters its.world,
is that of the mother. Her presence involves satiety of
need, repletion. And there is the same lack of differ-
.entiation between self and other here-as discusséd above,
and the same motivation of distress to be escapéd, so that
the infanﬁ identifies with thé mother, experiencing only
one being in whaf we would see aé the two of them. But
the infant gradually, with the increasihg refinement of its
pérceptual abilities, comes to an awareness that the
mbther is not entirely one with it. The infant cannot any
longervunequivocally experience the mother and itseif as a
unity. There can no longer be an immediate experience of
unity upon the mother's entering into the infant's field.
of perception, because other experiences, which are
beginning to have durable effects on the infant, contradict

that experience of unity.

The infant is therefore becoming capable of desiring

unity with the mother, not only of immediately achieving
it by imaginary identification. That is to say, once

it has begun to have a lasting awareness of a gap beﬁween
- itself and its mother, it can be motivated to unify with
her noa'only by a need to escape distress, but also by a
lasting wish, drive or desire to bridge the gap and unify
with the bringer of repletion. Insofaf as the ex?eriences
of separateness from thé mother are always:preseﬁt, haviné
made a durable impreésioh on the infant, the eXperiénce~of

the gap will be present, and so will the desire to bridge it.
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Given the power of the infant's motivations, almost all
the difference between absolute repletion and absolute lack,
that desire becomes an exceedingly powerful motivation

for wanting to be a unified being with the mother.

Although as Lacan construes it, a separation between the
mother and self has begun to seep into the infant's

world, the child must still be seen as relating almost
entirely in the imaginary register. This is unquéstionable,
for reasons which will become evident in the next section.
Consequently the infant must still be in a world in which
imaginary unity, the dual unmediated mirror-relationship

of which there was formerly no question at all, is possible.
But now, with the seeping in of the gap, for the infant to
perceive such a relationship still to be, it follows that
the mother must collude with the infant, so that the
threétening separation can be ruled out, obliterated -
foreclosed, Lacéﬁ would say. She must not make her
separateness evident. And to ensure this, she must
therefore desire the infant as it desires her. Lacan
maintains, therefore, that the ihfant, still in the grip

of the imaginary, desires the mother's desire. 'That is, it
desires to be recognised by the mother as the exclusive
objeet of her desire. In consequence, it desires to be
that obﬁect} SO thatvshé might recognise it as sﬁch.

"Desire is the desire for desire, the desiré'bf the Other"
(Lacan, guoted‘in Lemaire, ibid., p.164). This isv A
" because "the first object of desire is to be recognized

by the other" (Lacan, 1977a, p.58).
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We have now reached the point where we can assert
that, in the present view, the infant in the imaginary
desires to be a unified, consistent being, an object.
It is this desire "which constitutes the ego and its
objects with attributes of permanence, identity, and
substantiality, in short, with entities or 'thihgs'"
(ibid., p.17). It is seen to desire this with all the
motivation of its distress as being confronted by its’
needs with absolute lack,. and with all the motivation of

the satiety, repletion, which its mother brinos.

It may be added at this point that the object of the
mother's desire is the phallus. A fairly lengthy

digression is necessary to exolain this.

Since the mother may be assumed to have gone through

the same infantile devélopment as her child's, now

under discussion, her desiré must be understood to share
the same original-motivatidns,as the childfét The idea
that she too is unconsciouslv confronted bv this lack,
or "want-to-be", as Lacan puts it, allows him to speak
of "the mother's Want-to—be, to which of course she was
hersélf introduced" (1977a, p.207). This will be
substantiated in the course of this chaptef. Conse-
quentiy she, too, wishes at a very'fundamental level that
_the lack with which she is confronted by her needs be
filled, made replete.‘lDesire, in whom-ever i;.is found,.
is still "desire'for desire, the desire of the Other...
Desire re?roduces the subject‘s felatidn fo the lost

- object" (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, ibid.; p.164).
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There is some controversy over this last assertion,
that such a different social structure could exist
(Mitchell, 1975; Coward, Lipshitz & Cowie, 1976).
This'debate_will not be entered into here. It is
not relevant to this thesis since the first reason given
above is sufficient to establish the distihction between

penis and phallﬁs.

To conclude this digressive argument, then, and to

return to the main line of thought, the object of the
motherfs desire is thought to be that which signifies

an absence of lack, and that is the phallus; The object
which the infant wishes to be, therefore, must also be |
the phallus, insofar as it wishes to be the object of

its mother's desire. Or, more accurately, the infant
probably graduelly'lear;s to accommodate itself, shape
itself, to be what the mother desires, and insofar as it
does so successfully, it must inevitably come closer and
closer to shaping itself in the mould of the phallus,
since she will indicate to it, despite herself, what she
desires. For, "in the reduplication of the subject of
speech...the unconscious finds the means to afticulaﬁe
itself" (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, p.95). Again, in
Lacan's words, "the ehild, in his relation to the mother,»
e'relation eenetituted in analysis...by his dependence'on
‘her leve, that is to,say,.by the desire for her desire,
identifies himself.With the imaginary object of this
deeire insofar‘as the mother herself symbolizes it in.the

phallus" (1977a, p.198).
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And all this is in keeping with Lacan's epistemology.
For'fhe material worked with in the analytic session
is the patientfs.speech. And the psychoanalytic rules
for producing the facts relate to what is done with
the subject's speech in analysis.v2 And, finally, the
linguistic théory Lacan adduces originates specifically
in an application to speech and language. Thﬁs the
science of Lacanian psychoanalysis uses only c0ncepts.
proper to its own object of study, the unconscious of

the subject who speéks in analysis.

Lacan's explanation of the transition from infantile
life to the life of a properly speaking subjeét will be

'outlined in this section.

Although,{in’Lacanfsaview, the infant can relate to'the
mother in an immediate undifferentiation,from.hér, thus
'1iving as though its desire forvrepletibn were.fulfilled,
it is not alone in desiring primary possession of the
motheffs affectioné.':Thé'father,‘argues Lacan, is a third
element in the mother-child relationship, aﬁd he forces
his presence upon them in a.variety of ways. vFirstly, he
takes the mother.from the infant for a great proportion.of
the time.- Secdndly, he gets to sleep with the mother and
is néver excluded from her bed, as the infént'uSuélly‘br
frequently is. 'Thirdly, the motherfs dési:e.is clearly to
a great extent for him. | |
2. "thekinterpretations made by,psychOanalySié a;e first
and foremost translations from an alien method of
expression into the one which is familiar to us.  When
we interpret a dream we are simply translating a
particular. thought-content (the latent dream-thoughts)

from the 'language of dreams' into our waking speech" -
(Freud, 1913, p.176). ' S '
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As Lacan. sees it, this interVention,of_the fatherfs
at_first~posésrhim,simply as a rival in the infantfs
eyes. Against his claims, the iﬁfant can assert and
live oﬁt its own being as that which fulfils the mother's
desire, completes'her lack, and is, in short, the necess-

ary complement of her being.

This imaginary way of life, however, is rudely inter-
rubted by the threat of castration. This may be argued

as follows: The infant masturbates in association with
images of its heartfs desire, the mother. . It also

- values highly the organ it stimulates, penis or clitoris,
as this is the“most likely signifier of thé negation of
lack desired by the mother. It is reprimanded fér this
self-stimulation, and cannot help but associate that ‘
reprimand with the two most salient aspects of its activity,
its phantasy and the significance as phallus of the organ
it was stimulating. When it pegceives that the mother is
lacking a penis, given that she is the most developed form
of little girls, who also lack all but rudimentary penises,
the possibility of being punished for its self-stimulation
by losing the most salient aspect of it, the precious
organ, becomes for the infant a reality. Castration, it
héy be emphasized, must be the most terrifyihg possibility,
for it would deprive the infant of the means. to attaining
its most powerful desire, to be the object:of_the motherfs
desire; the-phalius; Which is représented.on the body by

the penis.
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It can be said that this sigﬁifier is chosen
because'it is the most_ tangible element in
the real of sexual copulation, and also the"
most symbolic in the literal (typographical)
sense of the term, since it is equivalent
there to the (logical) éopula; It ﬁight also
be said that, by virtue of its turgidity, it -
is the image of the vital flow as it is

transmitted in generation (Lacan, 1977a, p.287).

And so . in the psychoanalytic view, in consequent terrar
of castration, the infant usually fends off or repudiates
the phantasy of union with the mother, for which phantasy
it is understood to perceive itself as repeatedly
reprimanded. It represses this phantasy or image of
union and being the phallus, placing a barrier between

the phantasy and its own consciousness. In Lacan's

words, "the urverdréngt (primally repressed) finds its

signifier by receiving the mark of the Verdr&ngung

(repression) of the phallus" (ibid., p.288).

But the infant, the argument goes, has not done away
with its overruling desire for completion through the
~mtherfs desire. This still lives on unconsciously.
Indeed, it is made all the more permanent by‘virtue of
its being-unconscious, since it is no longer susceptible
to realiﬁy testing. But the child is now‘iﬁpelled to
find a means of gaining this object, desire for which
still and forever dominates its motive$, without its o%n

terrified conscious detecting it.
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The malé child is seen to do s0 by identifying with the
father. In this way it compromises by 1earning to. wait
for someone like the mother, instead of the mother
herself,‘and by learning to be like him who has the.
phallus, instead of learning (impoésibly) to be the
phallus. "In the quest for the phallus, the subject
moved from being it to having it" (Lacan, quoted iﬁ

Lemaire, p.95).

The proéess thrbugh which the female child goes-is

rather more complex to account for than the male child's
(Freud, 1924, 1933). But the end result, as far asvit

is relevant here, is the same. 1In Lacanfs words, "the
clinical facts...reveal a relation of the subject to the
phallus that is established.withqut regard to the |
‘anatomical difference of the. sexes, and‘which, by this

. very faét,-makes any interpretation of this relation
especially difficult in the case of WOmen“'(19%7a,-p.282).
Because of Ehis complexity, only the male example of the
Oedipal resolution will be given here, to avoid making
the argument of this chapter more complicated than it already
is. This will not injure the aim of reaching general |

conclusions about the nature or being ofvtﬂe human subject.

These, however, are the child's more consciqus mdtivations,
In the depths of its unconscious the original desire,
uncompromising, is. seen by psychoanalysis still to act,

albeit through the distant representation of the
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compromising conscious derivatives of_it.3 This
will be elaborated at several points in the rest of

this chapter.

This process is of course the transition through the
Oedipus complex (or simply the Oedipus, as Lacan calls
it), and there is an all-important corollary of it.
This is the entry into speaking language. Lacan

reconstructs this as follows:

The child has been impeiled by the castration-terror
to make a radical separation between itself and the
mother. It is therefore no longer in the imaginary
register in a predominant way, but relates to the most
important parts of its world in a manner which distin-

guishes between self and non-self.

There is a further complexity to this, owing to the
persistence of the original operation of desire in the
unconscious. The child's desire, persisting as it
does, does not permit the real abandonment of the mother
by the child. It does not permit, that is, the child to
assert an unequivocal separation. This is implicit in
the fact that the child is motivated to identify with the
father because it is motivated not to lose its original
object of desire. Consequently it may be said that the
child has taken the identification with the father as its
3. "The ego is not in a position to exterminate these
unsubdued mental powers, but it turns its back on
them, lets them remain at the lowest psychological
level, defends itself from their demands by the
energetic erection of protective and antithetical
barriers or seeks to come to terms with them by

means Qf substitutive satisfactions" (Freud, 1919b,
p.260).
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immediate desire, but that this desire has simultaneously
‘the unconscious meaning of a circuitous route to the
mother's desire. The identification with the father may
therefore be said to stand for the mother's desire as far

as the infant's desire is concerned.

To digress momentarily in order to put this more
precisely,_the identification with the father is nof under-
stood ‘as becoming a duplicate of him. Presumably only
certain of,hié characteristics have significance for the child,
and the outstanding one of these must be thought to be his
claim to poésess the phallus which is desired by the mother.
The child theréfore desires to be like the father insofar
as he has the phallus. And that is not the father as he
really is. No one possesses that Yhich can complete
another's lack, and which is signified by the phallus.

But the father does, in this view, represent to the child
whoever may possess the phallus, because, it is thoﬁéhq his
rélationship.té-the mother brings him closest to it in the
childfs-eyes. .So the child desires to identify with the

father insofar as he signifies him who possesses the phallus.

- The child is as yet presumably incapable of making this
distinction, and that does not affect the process under
discussion. But it is an important distinction in our

speaking about this process.

Lacan calls this signifying function of the father "the
Name—of—the—Fatherf, distinguishing it from the real
father. Thus.the penis is at the disposal of the father,
while the phallus is said to be disposed of in the Name-

of-the-Father.
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To take up the thread of the argument, then, the

Name-of-the-Father, rather than the real father, may
be said to stand for the mother's desire as far as the

infant's desire is concerned.

The phantasy of the primal scene is the
imprint, as it were, upon which the Oedipus
will be structured. Precipitated into the
unconscious by primal repression, this
phantasy can be named by the Name-of-the-
Father, as it is none other.than the phantasy
of the desire of the mother (Stein, quoted in

Lemaire, ibid;, p.89).

Thus the child has learnt to substitute one term for
another, and to make it signify the other for the first
. time in a durable or consistent way, as signifier bound

to signified.

Furthermore, as Lacan construes it, the motherfs desire,

in turn,imay be said to. stand for thé phallus for the
'infant. This too is now fixed in the unc@nscious; ‘The
child may therefore be said to have created a friple—layered
substitﬁtion: - Name-of-the-Father stands for mother's desire
. stands for phallus. The motherfs desire has been elided
from this chéih'by its repression in reaction to the
qastration terror. Consequently the Name*éffﬁhe—Father now
. stands: for or signifies the phallus. Thé'Naﬁe—of—the—
Father has rep;aced the motherfs desire as a signifier.
6f,the pﬁallus;.or, more accurately, has elided it: the
mother's desire is present as a link, but cannot be

noticed as present. =
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The child has therefore created a metaphor. 1In
Lacan's words, "the metaphor of the Name-of-the-Father...
~ substitutes this Name in the place first symbolized by

the operation of the absence of the mother" (1977a, p.200).
This is not strictly speaking the child's action: the
met;phor has been created willy-nilly by the child's
desire, aé the only way of preserving its object and aim
;while avoiding the castration attendant upon that
pfeservation of object. 1In Lemairefs summary, "Through
the paternal metaphor, the child names his desire and
renounces it. His true desire and the multiple phantas-
matic forms it took are pushed back into the unconscious.
This is the primal repression...which substitutes a symbol
and a Law for the Real of existence" (Lemaire, ibid., p.87).
The use of "the Real" in the preceding'quotationvshouid be
clarified here: for Lacan, "the Real is not synonymous with
external reality, but rather with what_is réal for the

subject" (Wilden, 1968, p.1l61).

An additional-point isvthat, as discussed above, the

child is seen to have learnt to relate to a world of_
objects separate from itself. That is to say, it has

learnt to name ®bjects and identify them by their difference
'from'each other. The ‘combination of this ability to oppose
things to each 6thér and define them by their difference
from each other, and of the ability to 6perate metaphorically,
ié the basis of an ability to use languagé{ as suggested in
Chapter Two. '"This.;.primal repression...determines access
to language" (Lemaire, p.87). vThe child can therefore be
said to have entered into language; it is ho longer an

-infant. It is now in a position to name itself as 'I' in
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opposition éo the other pronouns and proper names,
each of'thése'being.separate from itself_énd from each
other. Thié, in this view, is a momentous event with
far—réachiné implications for the nature of this human

b
i

being. !

It is cruciél to note that in terms of_Lacanfs account

it is not the child that has acted here so much as the
childfs desire, and the intervention of the father.

For the child has been radically divided iﬁto conscious

and unconscious, and the meanings of its actions aﬁd the
objects of its actions are completely distinct in the two
realms. What has brought this about is the operation of
desire: what we speak of as the child has been constructed
by that operation. The child has been created by the
creation ofithe paternal metaphor. . Thus Lacan can speak

of "the split (Sgalﬁﬁng) which the subject undergoes by
virtue of being a subject only insofar‘as he séeéks" (1977a,
p.269). There was, indeed, no such being as a human child
before thatvmetaphor eventuated, and consequently it

cannot be.séid to have created the metaphor. "The moment
in which desire becomes human is also that in which the
child is born into language" (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire,
p.168). And, "It is by being named in the. father-mother
dialogue thai the subject becomes fhef“ (Miller,'quoted in

Lemaire, p.70).

Furthermore, desire itself, as it is found in psycho-
analysis, is! only fully brought about in this entry into

language. "Desire is an effect in the subject of the
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condition that is imposed on him by the existence of
the discoursé, to make his need pass through the defiles
of the signifier" (Lacan, 1977a, p.264). For one can
only desire Something to the extent that it is not oneself.
And radical Separation of self and other, as opposed to
mere hints of separation dominated by imagihary identifica-
tion or unit?, can only be conceived of, in this theory,
upon éntry ihto'language, which is the same as passing |
through the bedipus. As Lacan puts it, it is then that
"desire in the subject must pass through the defiles of
the signifie:ﬁ (quoted in Lemaire, p.170). This is a Very
. simplistic aécount of the emergence of_desire, but the

elaboration of its emergence is irrelevant to this thesis.
i

The,subject,Tas we. shall henceforth call the subject of

desire, has now entered into a new way of relating to the

world. Lacah calls this the symbolic register, .as

oppdsed.to the imaginary register, since it is chatactef—-
ised as Lacah_identifies it, by the use of symbols, ﬁotably
in Ianguage.g Because‘there is a differentiatioh between

| _
- self and non-self, and between objects, in this register,
the relétiong in it are mediate, that is, ihvolving
mediatihg diétances between objegts, as opposed tolthe'
immediéte reiating‘of,the imaginary,deséribed'earlier. And
it'iS'hO'ldnger a dudl mode of relating, but a triadic one,

- . since a third term, most importantly and primally the

father, has inter?ened in the relation of the child to its

r
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objects (of which the most important is the mother).

By internalizing the Law, the child identifies
with,the father and takes him as a model. The
Law hqw'becomes a liberating force: for, once
separeted from the mother, the child ean

dispoée of himself. He becomes conscious that
he is Stlll in the making and, turning towards
the future, integrates hlmself into the social,
into Culture, and re-enters into language

(Vexrgote, quoted in Lemaire, p.84).

4, In 1924 Freud issued a circular to his "Committee"

' of trusted followers, in which he suggested an
interpretation of the controversial work of Rank
and Ferenczi which bears a remarkable similarity
to elements of Lacan's contribution. "Some instinct
must be associated with the birth trauma which aims
at restoring the previous existence. One might call
it the instinctual need for happlness, understanding
there that. the concept 'happlness is mostly used in
an erotic sense. Rank now goes further than psycho-
pathology and shows how men alter the outer world in
the service of this instinct, whereas neurotics have
(sic) themselves this trouble by taking the short cut
of p phantasylng a return to the womb. If one adds to
Rank's conception the one of Ferenc21, that a man can
be represented by his genital, then for the first time—>
we get a derivation of the normal. sexual instinct whlch
falls into place with our conception of the world.

Now comes the point where I find the difficulties
begin. Obstacles, which evoke anxiety, the barriers
against incest, are opposed to the phantastic return

- to the womb: now where do these come fxom? Their
representative is evidently the father, reality, the
authority which does not permit incest" (quoted in
Jones, 1961, p.526, insertion added).
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- The  Problem of Meaning in Speaking of the Subject

One valuable aspect of Lacan's approach is that it

‘takes into account the epistemological problems in

investigating through the medium of language entities

- who themselves operate through that medium. By téking

these problems into account Lacan arrives at far-reaching
conclusions. A rudimentary argument leading to his
conclusions will be outlined below, and his statements

will follow. .Some important implications drawn out by Lacan

from this, in his theorising of the constitution of the

. subject, will then be argued.

It was mentioned at the end of the first section of this
chapter that it is very difficult to speak about the

experiences and reactions of the infant which cannot yet

. speak. In fact it is impossible to speak about these

things except in a very indirect way, even a mythic way.

This is. so because meaning itself only exists once -language

 exists. There can for example be no such thing as a true
. statement or'a'false one until there is such a thing'as a.

. statement. And, similarly, there cannot be a meaning of a

proposition until there is such a thing as a proposition.

This is not fdﬁsay_that‘language occurs first, preéédihg

meaning which occurs after. It is simply to say that -
meaning is not conceivable without language.

Tt may be argued that there can be meaningful experiences
before they can be articulated or before their meaning
can be expressed in signs. There are two important

objections to this.
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Firstly, the “meaning".which,such'experiencés wouldi
‘bear would not be the "meaning" which is meant-by
language-speakers' use of the word. The "meéning“
language-speakers mean is given by ¢ommon experiencé
in the use of words or signs. Given such commonlyv
understood uSages, there are criteria for distinguish~
ing between what is meaningful and what is meaningless.
And, of course, the step of deciding whether a state-
ment is true or-false cannot'bevtaken until it can‘be
established whether that statement is meéningfu1 or'
not. (An example; which may be helpful, of a meanihg—J
less. statement which is nevertheless grammatically
.spund is Chomskyfs "colourless green ideas sleep
furiously" (cited in Pettit, 1975, p.102). The trﬁth
or falsity of this statement cannot conceivably be
discussed). The "meaning" of "meahingful ekperieﬁces
which cannot be expressed in signs" is not of this
type just discussed above. For it does not'reiy»on :
criteria given by common usage of language, simply:
because it is by definition not capable of expression
in language. Furthermore, we can have‘no way ofbh
establishing what relation if any that "meaning” has'to
‘the "meaning" meant by language-speakers. For to
eséablish.thé nature of such a relationship,<which we
would have to do by using language, alép reQﬁifes fhé
potential use of language-speakers' criteria of
meaningfulness, which ére again inapplicabie.to non-

languagable experiences.
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Thus we have no means of knowing what we are talking
about whe% we speak of "meaningful experiences which
cannot beiexpressed in signs"”. Whether'they exist
or not is:therefore beside the point: we can make
no use of: such a statement in any context where its
truth or falsity or the truth or falsity of its
implicatiéns are of interest. That is, we cannot use"
it in a.séientific or any discursive context.

. |
The second, and related objection, is that it follows
from the ébove argument that the one who undergoes such
“meaningfﬁl" but unlanguagable experiences,.cannot her/
himself egperience them as meaningful in the sense given
to meaniné by lanéuage users. She/he is also not in §
- position ﬁo know what that "meaningfulness“vof the
experiencés entails, what she/he her/himself means by
it, ‘and wﬂat the nature of the experience was. This is
. SO becausé there are no criteria for him/her to~app1§,v
to give tﬂe,use of the word a meaning. She/he cannot,
that is, ﬁnow whether the experiences are meaningful.
This is s?;juSt because she/he does not know what she/he
means by.éaying it, just as one cannot comment on whether

a éworkumgeats_joils or not - and we will not be able to

until gworkum and joils are defined in language.

'

It has been argued above that for someone to speak"
heaningfu#ly about.something, and to experience,something
meaningfu#ly, it is absolutely necessary that she/he be
capable oﬁ speaking'a'lénguage. This assertion is, I

believe, furidamental to Lacan's analysis of‘fhevsubject,
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and to the way in which he theorises about the infant -

'

before 1an§uage is accessible to it. The argument
given above in support of this assertion is clearly
only a sketch of an argument.‘ There is, however,

an entire ﬁittgensteinian cofpus.ofzwork which argues

for, and uses this assertion, of which the seminal work

is probably Wittgenstein's own Philosophical Investigations

(1958). Lacan himself is clear in his adherence to it.
"For...the;originality of the analytic method...depends on...
the means...of the Word, insofar as thé Word confers a
ﬁeaning onfthe functions of the individual”® (Lecan, 1968,
p-19). The sketch given here will therefore suffice to

give the tenor of such fuller argumehts, aibeit crudely

and even simply incorrectly. What is necessary for this
thesis is ﬁhe fact that Lacan adheres to this tenet of
linguistic;philosophy.

|
I
I
I

Lacan states that "speech constitutes truth" (1977a, p.43);
and elsewhere he says, 4the,symptomvis a return of truth.
It is to be interpreted only in the order of thexsignifier,
which iS'meaningful only in relation to another signifier"
(quoted infLemaire, p.188). That is, "Lacan uses_feignifierf
in a cohte#tuél‘theory of meaning, and would obvieusiy
subscribe to Wittgensteinfs,slogah: "The meaning is the
uSef; Thus he also uses 'signifier' to avoid the
implicatioﬁ that any given word-fcontainsf'Qr_fhasf.a’mean_
ing of_itsiown, outside its diacritic reference tovother
signifiersﬁA(Wilden,'l968,'p.235). And fiﬂally, "The
more'c10seiy one grasps things, the more clearly_one sees

that,.someWhere in the discourse made by the other, there

is a mistake in the agreed usage of the signs" (quoted in

L
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with it. The crunch of the matter for Lacan, however, is that
ﬂ'xe conéerse applies. There is an all-important conscious part
of us (to use grossly misleading terminology) which has meaning,

but no being. This is the conscious subject of desire.

Let us illustrate this with what we are dealing
with here, namely, the being of the subject, that
which is there beneath the meaning. If we choose
Being, the subject disappears, it eludes us, it
falls into non-meaning. If we choose meaning, the
| meaning survives only deprived of that part of
non-meaning that is, strictly speaking, that which
constitutes in the realization of the subject, the
unconscious. In other words, it is of the nature
of this meaning, .as it emerges...to be...eclipsed
by the disappearance of being, induced by the Very

function of the signifier (Lacan, 1977b, p.211).

The reason lies in the fact that the part of us which has meaning
only has it because it is in language. Lacan gives a way of
elaborating this by explaining the dynamic aspect of the splitting
of conscious and un'consciou,s,. separation. In order to enter into
the syx.nbolvic and language, Lacan maintains the chi1de desire
creates a métaﬁahor, the paternal metaphor, in which the Name-of- °
the-Father replaces the mother's desire in signifying the phallus.
This metaphor is not to be conceived of simply a phenomenon outside
of the child, which the child could for example now observe and
discuss.- The nature of the child must be seen as héving been
organié'ed according to the structure of this metaphor. For the

only way that the child could construct this metaphor, given that
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it related predominantly in the imaginary prior to the constitution
of that met'aphor,; was by reorganising itself to make a .new}node of
relating, a new register , possible. And this reorganisation, as
was argued in the preceding section, consisted in a radical

split into conscious and unconscious.

is split we have already discussed in temms of its static aspect,
the _v_e_]; of alienation. We assimilated it then to the split between
what is in language and what is not. But by taking into account

. separation, the dynamic operation of desire' just described above;
by which the vel of alienation is enabled to ocour, additional

implications of the split emerge.

The most important of these implications ,v for the moment, is that
the excluded portion of the c}'}ild. is understood to be t;he child's
original desire. It is the desire before it has contorted, diétorted
and hidden itself by the creation of the paternal metaphor, before it
has lost its immediate nature by being diffracted in the defiles of
the sighif'ier. "It is worth recalling that it is in the oldést
demand that the primary identification is producea, ‘that which is

| brought about by the mother"s{ amipotence, that is to say, the
identification that not orly suspends the satisfaction of needs from
the signif’y_in,c’_; apparatus, but also that which fragments .vthe.:m, filters
.th.e‘m, models them upon the defiles of the structure of the signifier"

(Lacan, 1977a, p.255).
Again,

desire is situated in dependence on demand - which, by
~being articulated in signifiers, leaves a metonymic
remainder that runs under it, an element that is not

indeterminate, which is a condition both, absolute and
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unapprehensible, an element necessarily lacking,
unsatisfied, impossible, misconstrued (méconnu) '

an element that is called desire (Lacan, 1977b, p.154).

This quote also makes clear that the part of the child which is
in language is orily that which has been substituted for the
excluded part. For, as was a.rgue‘d‘ in the preceding section, the
paternal metaphor and with it the split into conscious and
unconscious, was created by the rendering unconscious of the
desire for the mother's desire and the substitution for it of the
- Name-of~the-Father, which now represented or signified it. So |
what remains conscious‘; in language, are signifiers of what is

unoonscious.

It may be added that these signifiers clearly have other uses in -
addition to 'signifying what is unconscious. But those uses do not
affect our present argm*ént, since from the point of view of
desire all signifiers used by the subject signify what is

mcbnsciou_s’, and the other uses of signifiers do not contradict this.

To return to the main argument, it follows that the sﬁb’ject of
desire does not exist insofar as she/he is in language. For all -
that exists in language are substitutes for true desire ;. which is
repressed into a split-off uriconscious‘. The subject of desire |
WthhlS manifested in 1anggaige is the subject of a substitute for
desire, what Lacan calls the subject of demand, where demand is
need expressed in language. The subject of the true, 6rigina1
desire, is only to be found in the unconscious. And the true
subject of desire has being. . The only being possessed by the.

~ subject that is nlénifested in language is not its own, but that of

1a.n<_juage' itself. -
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The fading of the subject .(splitting) comes about
in the suspension of desire, because the subject
is eclipsed in the signifier of demand and in the
fixation of the phantasy (Lacan, quoted in Lemairé}
p.165)".

And

The signifier...functions as a signifier only to
reduce the subject in question to being no more
than a signifier, to petrify the subject in the
same movement in which it calls the subject to
function, so to speak, as subject (Lacan, 1977b,

 p.207).

We are now at the point where the threads of this section can come
btogether. The subject that is manifested in lanauage is not only,
as it obviously is, the subject that speaks and of which we speak
It is also the only subject that can speak and of which we _c_ag '

- speak. This is so because the subject of the true desire is
unconscious and kept so by its own operation in constructing the
paternal metaphor. Consequently, the only subject of which we can
speak and the only subject which can itself speak, has no being '

other than that of language.

Further;rbre, this is the only subject of which we can say that it
can act and und‘erstand the meaning of its action. For the subject
in the unconscious is not in language and consequently has no
necessary relation to the meaning meant by language—'spéakers.
Thus the human subject, insofar as we can speak about it meaning-

fully, and insofar as it can meaningfully act, has meaning but no being.
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- The subject of speech and action, then, has no being other than

that of language. That is to say, the "I" of the spoken statement

is not merely a signifier signifying the subject; it is on the
contrary all of the subject that appears in the world of meaning,

the symbolic register. And it is all of the subject that can act
meaningfully. For "the characteristic of the subject of the
unconscious is that of being, beneath the signifier than develops

its networks, its chains and its history, at an indeterminate place"
(La'can; ibid., p.208). Consequently, insofar as we discuss and
analyse the subject in any discursive context, we are épeaking -

and can only speak - about samething that has the characteristics

of a linguistic unit. Lacan takes the signifier as this unit,

partly because a pure signifier is conceivable, while a pure

signified, without a signifier, is not. The relevant characteristics
of the signifier were discussed in Chapter Two. The two most

important in this context are, firstly, that the signifier has no
positive being of its own, but is defined only by its difference

from all the other signifiers with which it is in a synchroﬁic.
relation. In Lacan's words, "the signifier is constituted only

from a synchronic...collection of elements in which each is sustained
only by the principle of its opposition to each of the others" (ibid.,
pP.263). And secondly, that the signifier has no necessary consistency
over time, since it can occupy different and contradictory synchronic
positions depending on changing contexts. "The signifiers were able to
constitute themselves in simultaneity only by virtue of...constituent
diachrony" (Lacan, 1977b, p.46). The first of these characteristics of
the signifier we called in the preceding chapter the paradigmatic
aspect, or synchronic aspect, and the second we called the syntagmatic,

or diachronic aspect.

Thus the "I" of the spoken statement (the énoncd, as the spoken
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statement is frequently called) has no positive being of its
own, but is only defined by its difference from all the other
pronouns, proper name_s; and other synchronic terms. And, again,
as arqued above, this is the nature of the subject entirely,

insofar as she/he has access to meaning.

These last two points are crucial to the argument of this thesis.

- The Entrapment of Desire in Contradiction

A central fact produced by psychoanalysis which remains to be

considered is that the subject, despite the fact of her/his possessing

_ only the being of a signifier, believes her/himself to have a

consistent, positive being, at least in Western cultures. She/he

believes that she/he has what may literally be called an identity -
that which i:emains the same. This éectio.n will describe how Lacan _
deals with this fact and hcw he theorises its contradicﬁbry relation

to what he construes to be the true state of affairs. "Truth", it

'should be added, has the same status here as "fact". Truth is the

facts E'-roduced by theoretical work; it is not_revealed.5 Lacan's

conclusions will be elaborated on a little.

That this account is dependent on theorising, and does not claﬁn to :
be absolute reality, will be taken from now on as read, and not
perpetué.lly indicated in the text. For, to recur to Freﬁd’_fs wofds, |
"It' seems .unnecessér‘y for me to appeal here to the _'vas if__'_ which has
become so popular. The value of a 'fiction' of this kind...depends

on how much one can achieve with its help" (1926, p.194).

. 5. "Further reflection tells us that the adult's ego-feeling

cannot have been the same from the beginning. It must
have gone through a process of development, which, cannot,
of course, be demonstrated but which admits of being °
constructed with a fair degree of probability” (Freud,
1930, p.66). B
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The subject, it was concluded in. the preceding section, has
meaning insofar as it speaks, but no being. This is
the subject of the spoken statement, the énoncé. And
the subject where it really is, where it has being, in the
unconscious, has no meaning. This is a consequence of the
radicalAspiit-betweén éonscious and unconscious brought
about by the primal repression involved in cfeating the

paternal metaphor.

Although the split is radical, however, what is conscious

and speaks language, the subject of the: énoncé, was

originally brought into being as a substitute for or derivative
of the now-unconscious. subject. This was argued in the
preceding section to follow from the nature'of_the paternal
metaphor. Thus the unconscious. subject, although split off
from the subject of theAénohcé, still speaks in a derivative

form through it.

For a minimal composition of the battery of
signifiers. suffices to install in the
signifying chain a duplicity which overlaps
with its reduplication of the subject, and

it is this reduplication of the subject of
speech that the unconscious as such finds

the means to articulate its?lf (Lacan, quoted

in Lemaire, p.119).

The unconscious subject lies behind all the statements

of the subject of the énoncé.

Lacan therefore distinguishes this unconscious. subject

by calling it the subject of the act of. speaking, of the
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enunciation itself rather than the statement, the

. supject of the énonciation. This subject may be

inferred from its effects on the speech and acts of
theAsubject of fhe:énéhcé, in parapraxes, jokes, dreams,
and neurotic and psychotic symptoms. When thé subject
is not specified here, it wiil be the true subject, the

. subject of the: énonciation, that is being spoken of.

-In the last section the automatic splitting effect of
language and meaning was discussed, and Lacanfs name for
it, the gél of alienation, mentioned. He calls it the

:gél for a reason significant in this context. - Vel,
the Latin for "or", is appropriate to designate a type
of choice. The specific type of choice which Lacan

introduces is

a choice whose properties depend on this, that
there is, in the joining, one element that,
whatever the choice operating‘may be, has as

its consequence a neither one, nor the other.

The choice, then, is a matter of knowing whether

. one wishes. to preser?e one of the parts, the
other disappearing in any case.

‘ iet us illustrate this with what we are dealing
with here, némely, the beiﬂg of the subject,
that which is there beneath the meaning. - If we
choose being, the subject disappears, it eludes us,
it falls into non-meaning. If we choose meaning,
the meaning survives only deprived of that part
of non-meaning that is, strictly speaking, that

which constitutes in the realization of the
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subject, the unconscious. In other words, .

it is of the nature of this meaning...to
be...eclipsed by the'disaépearance of_being,
induced by the very fﬁnction of the signifier...

Your freédom-or your‘life! If he chooses

freedom, he loses both immediately - if he
chooses life, he has life deprived of

freedom (Lacan, 1977b, op.211-212).

The. subject, then, may choose .to enter language, and so

lose being, or not to enter language, and so not gain meaning.

Remembering that the vel of alienation is one aspect of the
- Oedipal resolution, we can now again take into account the
other, dynamic aspect, separation. Separation, it will be
recalled, is that operation of desire by which the subject
brings about the split by conétructing the paternal metaphor.
It does this in order to preserve the object and aim of
desire while avoiding the castration attendant upon this
preservation. And it is impelled to do so with all the
force of the need to escape absolute lack, with-all the
force of its desire to be complete and satiated in the
mothér, and with all the force of its terror at the threat
of losing the organ which signifies the possibility of
fulfilling those needs and desires. The:subject is there-
fore imgelled into this no-win choice, the vel of
alienatidn; and into being irrevocably split into the

subject of meaning or the subject of being.

It will be recalled from the section on the mirror stage .

that the primal object of desire is to be the object of
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the motherfs desire, and hence to be an object such
‘as she might recognise. On the basis of thié desire
the ego is developed, an imaginary coherent and consistent
image, with which the subject identifies in the imaginary

register.

-The drama of the subject...is that he faces

- the test 6f his lack of being. It is because

it fends off this moment of lack that an
image moves into position to support the
whole worth of desire: projection, a function

of the Imaginary (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, p.72).

It will be recalled too from the section.on the problem

of meaning, that the subject is in fact not such a
consistent being, but only has the being of a signifier.
That is, it has no positive being of its own, but only
definition given to it by its difference from all~thé
other terms with which it is in relation. Furthermore,
'it has no necessary consistency over time, but can be
defined in contradictory ways in different contexts.
Indeed; even the "ego...is" in fact "intermittent"

(Lacan, 1977a, p.313). These we called the paradigmatic
(or synchronic) and syntagmatic (or diachronic) aspects
respeéti?ely._ Furﬁhermore, as we have just argqued, it ié
the subjectfs desire which impells it to enter the
symbolic and language and so to become a signifier insofar
as it has meaning. Thus the.subjecﬁ becomes "subqrdinated
to the same conVentional conditions as those of the
signifier in its double register: the synchronic register

of opposition between irreducible elements, and the
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‘diachronic register of substitution and combination, throﬁgh
which language, even if it does not fulfil all functions,
structures eVerything concerning relations betweeﬁ human

beings" (Lacan, 1977a, p.255).

The subject is therefore impelled by desire to occupy two
simultaneous and contradictory positions. In the one, it
believes itself to be a consistent positive being} the ego.6

This is in the imaginary.

The only homogeneous function of consciousness
is the imaginary capture of the ego by its mirror
réflection and the function of misrecognition
which remains attached to it (Lacan, quoted in

Lemaire, p.73).

And
Therego ig absolutely impossible to distinguish
from the imaginary captures which constitute it
from head to foot: by another and for another
(Lacan, quoted ibid.).
6. "Normally, there is nothing of which we are more certain

than the feeling of our. gelf, of our own ego. This ego
appears to us as something autonomous and unitary, marked
off distinctly from everything else. That such an
appearance 1is deceptive, and that on the contrary the

ego is continued inwards, without any sharp delimitation,
into an unconscious mental entity which we designate as
the id and for which it serves as a kind of facade -

this was a discovery first made by psycho-analytic
research...But towards the outside, at any rate, the ego
seems to maintain clear and sharp lines of demarcation"

(Freud, 1930, p.66). And "The ego is here playing the -—>

ludicrous part of the clown in a circus who by his
gestures tries to convince the audience that every change
in the circus ring is being carried out under his orders"
(Freud, 1914, p.53).
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_Furtﬁermore, what is signified by the "I" with which the
subject designates him/herself, and by all the phrases'and.
aspects of_verbél and non-verbal style that present the subject
in.&arious.ways; is misrecognised by the subject as the ego.
The I signified by language; that is, is ‘identified with the
imaginary object that is the ego.n‘The "imaginary process...
begins with the specular image and goes on to the consﬁitution
of the ego by way of subjectification by the signifier" (Lacan,

1977a, p.307).

In the other position, the subject is in fact committed to
having no positi?e being at all, having taken the choice of
the vel of alienation. This is in the symbolic. Lacan calls

the misbelief of the first position a méconnaissance, a misrecog-

nition.

The contradiction outlined above is complex. Firstly, there

is a trap for desire in the imaginary méconnaissance.. For

nothing can in reality give the subjectfs desife complete safiety:
the subject is, irrevocably upon being born, characterised or
marked by a lack, So the imaginary egé, developed to lure the
mother's desire, is a futile construction. This construction,
however; cannot be abandoned. For it has not been déstroyed upon
entry into the symbolic, but repressed into the uncohscious;

the contents of which are eternal, since they are not susceptible
to reaiity—testin§ and mbdification (Freud, 1915b). The entry
.into the symbolic has therefore removed the possibility of |

abandoning the.subject's original and futile means of achieving

3
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the object of its desi,re'.7

Secondly, the entry into the symbolic was not merely a

path to reach a goal of desire alternative to the primal
goal, and which just happened to contradict the primal goal.
It was; on the contrary, a path taken to avoid losing that
:§§§g primal goal;-upon'the.threat of castration, a direct
threat to remove all apparent possibility of reaching the
goal. Thus the subjectfs desire, in preserving its goal,
brought about the negation or loss of even what the imaginary
had to offer by way of achieving that goal. 1In effect the

. subject has exchanged a real castration for a symbolic one.

Thirdly, the subject's desire, by becoming committed to the
symbolic, and consequently relegating the primal desire to
the unconscious, has deprived that primal desire of meaning.-
It can therefore only find meaning in representatives and
substitutes on the level of spoken language. This means'that
it can neﬁer be satisfied, for whatever the spoken demand,

it cannot mean what the unconscious desire is a desire for.
Thus the entry into the symbolic, the means of preserving the
primal goal of desire, is the very thing which causes the

unsatisfied desire perpetually to be renewed.

7. "We shall not be wrong, perhaps, in saying that the weak
point in the ego's organization seems to lie in its
attitude to the sexual function, as though the biological
antithesis between self-preservation and the preservation
of the species had found a psychological expression at that
point" (Freud, 1940, p.186). This gquotation, while
supporting the text, also displays a different use of
terms like "the ego" to Lacan's, indicating his selective
usage of Freudian concepts to develop a topology of the
psyche which is arguably different from Freud's own.
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The subject is therefore trapped in a triple sense. It has
made permanent a futile means to an impossible aim,and object.
It has_perhanently removed itself further from attaining this
object that it has permanently institutionalised, directly
opposed itself to attaining that object; in the very attempt
to preserve that original object. And it has rendered its
need for tha£ object permanent in the attempt to preserve the
possibility of satisfying and removing that need. These three
are inextricably in a self-perpetuating circle. The permanency

of each is ensured by the permanency of each of the others.

And all this is motivated and supported by two desperate
motivations of the subject's. The first is to fill the 1ack
which engendered desire, a lack now permanently fixed by the
split between conscious and unconscious, being and meaning.
The second is to avoid castration, which would mean the clear
impossibility of filling the lack. This castration is now
permanently effected on the symbolic level, by the radical
split from the mother, entailing abandoning the quest to be
the phallus for her. The preservation by loss entailed in
the triple trap is mirrored in the results of the double

desperation which motivated its inception.

The subjeét»may therefore be said to be invested in language

with a double desperation and a triple captation.

Two additional points need to be made to complete this chapter.
The first of these is an elucidation of Lacanfs concept of the
Other. Upon entering into language, the subject enters an order
which is constituted by commonly accepted usage of signs. And

each element of this order, each sign, is only defined by its
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relations.with»all the other. signs with which it can combine
or which can replace it. This was elaborated in Chapter Two.
It is clear that this order, the symbolic, must have existed
before the subject entered it. For there would otherwise be
no such thing as agreed usages and established definition by

relations.

The subject therefore enters an order which, while defining
him/her, and giving him/her all the meaning she/he has, was
originally completely other than the subject. "Symbols in
fact envelop the life of man in a network so total that they
join together, before he comes into the world, those who are
going to engender him fby flesh and bloodf; so total that
they bring to his birth...the shape of his destiny; so total
that they give the words that will make him faithful or

. renegade, the law of the acts that will follow him right to
the very place where he is not yet and even beyond ﬁ?s death;
and so total that through them his end finds its meaning in
the 1ast‘judgement, where the Word absolves his being or
condemns it" (Lacan, 1977a, p.68). . This is one sense of what
Lacan means by the Other, with a capital 0. "The Other is,
therefore, the locus in which is cohsfituted the I who speaks
to him who hears...But this locus also extends as far into the
subject as the laws of speech, that is to say, well beyond the
discourse that takes its orders from the ego, as we have known
ever since Freud discovered its unconscious field and the laws

that structure it" (ibid., p.141).

It follows from the argument of this chapter that the subject
is invested in the Other with a double desperation and a triple

captation.
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For. "the primary identification...brought about by the mother's
omnipotence...suspends the satisfaction of needs from the

signifying apparatus® (ibid., p.255).

The subject is therefore trapped in something, by virtue of which
alone it is a human subjectA capable ofAmeaning; and which at the
same time operates or functions in ways entirely of its own.

These are the ways of symbolic formations: "the human organism'
in the most intimate recesses of its being, manifests its capture
 in a:SYﬁbdlic dimension" (Lacan, 1972, p.39). This ihcludes all
the aspects of the social formation, economic, political,
ideological andQSignifying, The subject is given meaning by the
Other, and hence by social structures. "For where on earth would
one situate the determinations of the unconscious if it is hot in
those nominal cadres in which marriage ties and kinship are
always grounded for the speaking being that we afé, in the laws

of the Word where lineages found their right, in this universe of
discourse with which these laws mingle their traditiohs? And

how would one apprehend the analytical conflicts and their
Qedipean prototype outside the engagements which have fixed,

long before the subject came into the world, not only his destiny
but his identity itself?" (Lacan, quoted in Wilden, 1968, p.126).
Morevsimply, Lacan speaks of "the function of being for the Other,
of situating the subject in it, marking his place in the field of
the gfoupfs relations, between each individual and all the others"

(1977b, p.206.

This is a more precise terminology for what has already been
argued. In substituting the Name-of-the-Father for the mother's

desire, for example, we said that the child entered into language.
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Implicit in this is that.the Name-of-the~Fathexr, being a
signifier, is defined not as a real positive being but only
by its relation to all:other synchronously rélated'signifiers.
Consequently the child has in fact invested its desire in a
whole network of signifiers, albeit a network which will
become more elaborate and detailed. This may be put more -
neatly by saying that the subjectfs desire is in the Othef -
in fact arises in the Other,lsince; aé argued—earlieﬁ, deSire
proper 6riginates'upon the entry into language. Furthermore, .
the phallus signified by the motherfs desire is also a signifier,
as is the motherfs desire which signifies it. It may agaih be
said therefore that; insofaf‘as the subject desires to be the
phallus to be desired by the mother, it desires thevdesire of

the OQther.

Again, the unconscious contains repreésed signifiers - aithough,»
as argued in connection with the imaginary, only their'effecﬁs

on conscious discourse can be spoken about, and not their precise
nature in themselves - so that the unconscioﬁs, too,bis.in a

. sense the Other. Lacan.speaks‘of_the Other in ways so‘flexible
as not to be uniform iﬁ a number of respects. "The Other, by which
name we designate a place essential to-the,struétufe of the.
symbolic". “If;ig.ﬁca).speaks in the Other it is because;if is
there that the subject, by means of a logic anterior to any
awakening of the signified, finds its signifying placé".A "Desire
is the desire for desire, the desire of the Other and it is |
subject to the Law" (Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, p;157, p.164).

But only very limited-uSes'of the concept of the Oﬁher arev
relévant to this thesis, principally its implication thét the

. subject is trapped in social structures. This will be further

argued in the next chapter.
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The second point is that the subject is not only capable

- of using metaphor, but also metonymy. - Signifiers can only

be substituted for one another byfelidedvconnections, once
fheir distinction from each other is grasped, but they can
be substituted for each other by_connectione of,eontiguity
in time or place. ThiS"last is metonymy. It adds to our.
understanding of.hew-substitutes for and disguised.signifiers
| of the unconscious elements are elaborated as the human being
develops. Lacan assimilates metaphof and metonymy to Freudfs

condensation and displacement,. respectively.

There is a homogeneous structure in symptoms,

dreams; parapraxes and jokes. The same strhctural B
laws of condensation and displacement are at work |
in them: these are the laws of the unconscious.
These laws are the same as those which create
meaning in 1anguage (Lacan} quoted in Lemaire,

- ibid., pp.191-192).
And

It is e questien_of_rediscovering in the laws
that govern that other scene...the effects that
are discerned at' the level of the chain of
maéerially unstable elements that constitute
language: effects determined by the double play
of combination and substitution in the signifier,
according to the two aspects thatvgenerateithe |
signified: metaphor.and metonymy (Lacan, 1977e,

p.285).

Thus, in Lacan's words, "the structure of 1anguage has been
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recognized in the unconscious" (1977a, p.298).

. Conclusion

This chapter aimed to reach a few major conclusions. These
are that the subject as we know it can only be thought bf as '’
a signifier; that we cannot know or reach the being of fhe
subject as this is unconéciOus and beyond language; that

the. subject s desire is trapped and invested in the Other
with a double desperatlon and a triple captatlon, and that,
consequently, the subject is trapped in -an impossible gquest
with a double desperatidn’and'aAtriple captationf These
conclusions will be made major use of in the course of this

thesis.

Finally, let iﬁ be repeated that that part of Lacanfs views

whidh has beén interpreted here has been ruthlessly constrained
to the purposes of this thesis in respect to both relevance apd_
‘space. It has'therefore been deadened to the point of necrosis,

its value for all other purposes having been completely dis-

?

regarded. This is more a tribute to Lacan's versatility, however,
than a comment'on the validity of this interpretation for the

- purposes for which it is intended.

8. Speaking of hysteria and contrasting it to obsessive
compulsive neurosis, Freud states "repression does
not take place by the construction of an excessively strong
antithetic idea (as in the obsessive compulsive case)...
but by the intensification of a boundary idea, which...
is the result of a compromise; this, however, is not
manifested in a replacement on the basis of some category
of subject-matter (as in obsessive compulsive neurosis),
but by displacement of attention along a series of ideas
linked by temporal simultaneity...There is thus no need
to assume that the same idea is being suppressed at each
repetition of the primary attack; it is a question in
the first .instance of a gap in the psyche" (1896, pp.
228-229, insertionsadded). The last point makes the
same ultimate connection between the use of or entry into
language and the primary lack as Lacan makes. His own
term béance ("aan") ics vpertinent here.

]
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LACAN AND IDEOLOGY

It was concluded in the last chapter that the.subject is
trapped in language and the symbolic, and that the subject
is therefore trapped in the social formation insofar as this
is embodied in language and the'symbdlic. Furthermore, it
was concludéd that the subject is only conéeivable in the
same way in which a signifier may be conceived, and that the
éubject is given meaning only by language and therefore by

the social formation.

One aspect of the social formation which is clearly embodied
in language and the symbolic, is ideology. An attempt will
be made in this chapter to elaborate on the ways in which
ideology contributes to the constitution of the subject as

understood by Lacan.

For this purpose aspects of a particular post-Althusserian view
on ideology will be adopted. This will be principally that taken
by Barthes (1972a), Coward and Ellis (1977) and Bennett (1979).
Only those éspects of this view that are relevént here will be
defended. The debates which rage around the nature and
importance of ideology will not be entered into. For the aim

of this thesis is to answer, in a Lacanian framework, a specific
question related to the individual experience of homosexuality

in self and others. A specific conception of ideology has been
chosen because the concepts it applies to some of_ the:-areas of
its field of application are particularly useful in answering the
questions asked here. They are particularly useful for two
reasons. Firstly, they ‘are concepts which are directly

pertinent to homophobia, concepts like "natural", "unnatural",
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and the "Conétitution‘ofvthe.subject". Secoﬁdly, the
theoretical perspectiVe implicit in the formulation of
these concepts coheres with the present interpretation of
Lacan. ' This should become clear in the course of the chapter.
The validity of this conception of ideology, as far as this

thesis is concerned, therefore, will lie in the use which

this particular selection of its concepts is shown to have

in answering the questions asked in the thesis. Whether it

is a valid conception as a whole, or with respect to all the
controversies over the place and nature of ideology, is of no
consequence here. Section 4.2 will attempt to clarify the
assumptions on which the present view on ideology is based, and
also to specify some of the debates about ideology that are not
relevant. This should help to clarify just what view is being

taken up here from the highly contentious area of the theory of

-ideology, and what debates are not being interfered with.

How Ideology Fits in with a Lacanian Approach to Homophobia

Lacan, speaking of the Other, "by which name we designate a
place essential to the structure of the symbolic" (quoted in

Lemaire, 1977, p.157), maintains that

The signifier, producing itself in the field of
the Other, makes manifest the subject of*its

signification. But it functiohs as a signifier
only to reduce the subject in guestion to béing

no more than a signifier (1977b, p.207).

It was concluded in the previous chapter that the subject is
constituted in and given meaning by language. Consequently

the subject is constituted as part of a structure that

[3
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preceded it, the system that is' language. 1In Lacan's

words, "the displacement of the.éignifier determines the

.subjects in their acts, in their destiny...their innate

gifts and social acquisitions notwithstanding...and...
everything that might be considered the stuff of psychology,
kit and caboodle; will follow the path of the signifier"
(1972a, p.60) ‘Furthermore, the properties of the subject
are thereforé those of the signifier, in particuiar the "I"

of the spoken statement, the é&noncé.

We may therefore learn more about the vicissitqdes of the
subject by examining the properties of the sigﬁifier, and

in particular of the signifier "I"‘and the other signifying
structures that refer to the subject, such as style of speech
and whole uﬁterances. ~Some of these properties haVe already

been discussed in an éarlier,chapter. But of special importance

to this thesis are the ideological properties of ianguage, given

that a certain attitude to homosexuality is evident and

perpetuated in the ways in which it is spoken and written about

.and can only be communicated in signs. This chapter will

therefore consist in an elaboration of some aspects of
idéological discourse, with respect to their importance for

the constitution‘of the "I" of the: énoncé.

i

This section, as stated earlier, will be an attempt to

specify the assumptions about ideology that are adopted here,

as well as some of the controversial assumptions that are

-being avoided. This should hélp.to clarify what is understood

here .by "ideology". @ - . ' e
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Ideology will be taken here to be that aspect of a discourse
which, for whateVer reason; makes the Qorldvsignified by the
signifiers and statements in that discourse, appear
unquestionably to have certain chéractéristics which it does
‘nof in fact unquestionably have. It is the unquestionable,
obviously-so nature bf,thé signification that is té be |
étressed in this definition. This will be elaborated in the

next section.

This initial définiﬁiOn m&y_be objected to on the grounds that
it says_nothing useful, as it is possible that all language
must inevitably_signify the.world as having unquestionable
characteristids; Indeed, it is argﬁable that human life would
‘be impossiﬁlé*without:such é.sighifiéétibh; .ﬁuf it is not
necessary_to_enﬁer iﬁtq_this debatevhére.-.Fdr éven.if all
language ig ideologicéi; we can still ideﬁtify the effec£s~of'
idéologyliﬁ particular”cbntéxts}and meanihgfully'discuss them;

Thus the above definition is not useleSSJOn that account.

Ideologyrftoo,'ié'noﬁ regarded here as ideﬁtical to language.

It is seen here as one ﬁay in which language operates, or as one
1eve1_of-analysis of language,'suitable to answér certain types
of Question. The relation between language and ideology can,

_.of course, be differently conceived for other/purposes than the
present ones. It is held here that "Ideology is a level of
meaning which can be present in all kinds of discourses" (Larrain,
1979, p.130). Indeed, it is an important point for the purposes
of this thesis that language can be understood as containing a
number of different and even contradictory ideological discourses

'simultaneously. As Coward and Ellis put it,
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language is worked by ideological practice:
language at any historical moment is riddled
with styles, rhetorics; "ways of speaking”
which impose ‘a specific. social position; a
definite view of the world. These ideological
discourses are the product of the articulation
of‘ideology in,1angﬁage. Language is more than
these discourseé; just as ideology is more than

just ideas (1977, p.79).

ideoleogy can, however, be seen as having the characteristics
of language; since it is only conceivable as a system of
meanings. And meaning, as we use the term, occurs only in
language in the present. view as argued in the preceding

chapter.

A relevant and contentious question is whether or not
ideology has a structure which remains identical throughout

history, as Althusser has claimed:

the peculiarity of ideology is thét i£ is endowed

with a structure and a functioning.Such as to

make it a non-historical reality, i.e. an omni-

historical reality, in the sense which that

structurg and functioning are immutable, present
v in the same form throughout what we can call

history (197la, pp.151-152).

This is a debate that will not be entered into here. For all
that is claimed for the definition and account of ideology in
this chapter is that it applies to the contemporary Western

cultures in which aversion to homosexuality exists. The
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account of the gay predicément which is the focus of this
thesis is not put forward as an account for all time. The
final outcome Qf the debate about Althusser's conception
will not therefore affect the Qalidity of what this thesis

attempts to do.

Theré is another preliminary point which needs to be made.
This is that»AlthuSserfs view is adopted heré; that the
_ideologicél level of practice is relatively autonomous with
'respect to the political and economic levels of practice in
the social formation. ' This is-ahother extremely controversial
assertion,*With a debate_dentering‘on just what is meant by
relative autonomy, and what the specific relationship is that
holds between these levels of practice (for example, Hirst,
1976; Larrain, 1979). Again, this debate will not be engaged
in héfe. It is sufficient for the»present purposes that
ideology can arguably be viewed as'autonomous to the point at
.Which its effects can meaningfully be spoken of without
immediate reference to the effects of the other levels of
.praCtice. This muéh is clear from the study of a number of
areas (Coward'& Ellis,.1977, p.67ff; Coward, Lipschitz & Cowie,

1976) .

For it is no longef a matter of politics and -
~ideology being éuperstructures which are

supported/produced by the economic base, pre-
supposing'thét they will be forced to undergo
'théir}reﬁolutiOnaryjchange when the economic
base is in re&oiution. It is rather a matter

"0f seeing the articulation of the three.

- practices which depends on the historically
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specif%c conjuncture. For.the‘contradictions
within each practice weigh upon the.specific 
contradictions of the others (Coward & Ellis,

ibid., p.69).

This is not to say that ideology is or is not ultimately
constituted by the economic relations of the social formation.
No assertion in this connection need be made here. All that
is being said is that ideology may be spoken of as a factor

in its own right, with its own "specific effectivity"

Althusser, quoted in Belsey, 1980, p.133, emphasis in
original). Although the economy may be argued to be in the

i

last instance determining of the other levels of practice,

The economic dialectic is never active in the

- pure: state; in History, these instances, the

superstructures, etc. - are never seen to step
respectfully aside when their work is done or;
whén the Time comes, as his pure phénomena, to
. scatter before His Majesty the Economy as he
strides along the royal road of the Dialectic.
from the first moment to the last, the lonely
hour of the "last insﬁance“ never comes (Althusser,

quoted ibid., pp.133-134).

A point related to the above is that ideology is taken here
to be material. This is again a point of controversy (Larrain,
-1979), but all that this‘is taken to mean here is that ideology
hasvreél effects on peopie and the way‘théy feel and behave.

This will be amply demonstrated in the course of this chapter.
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In Lacan's words, "language is not immaterial. It is a
subtle body, but body it is. Words are trapped in all
the corporeal images that captivate the subject; they may

make the hysteric "pregnant", be identified with object of

penis-neid, represent the flood of urine of urethral ambition,
N

or the retained faeces of avaricious jouissance (enjoyment,

pleasure)" (1977a, p.87, insertion added).

Ideology as Signifier of the Natural

A sign does not simply exist as part of reality -
it reflects and refracts another reality. There-
fore it may distort that reality or be true to

it, or may perceive it from a special point of
view, and so forth. Every sign is subject to the
criteria of ideological evaluation...The domain of
ideology coincides with the domain of signs. They
eqﬁate with one another. Whenever a sign is |
present, ideology is present too. Everything
ideological possesses a semiotic value (Volosinov,

quoted in Hebdige, 1979, p.13).

Ideology may therefore relate to reality in a numbef‘of
different ways. And ideology relates to reality through

its embodiment in signs. "Ideology is inscribed in

signifying practices - in discourses, myths, presentations
and re-presentations of the way 'things' are - and to this

extent it is inscribed in the language" (Belsey, op. cit.,

'~ p.43). Ideology like language in general, of which ideology

is understood here to be one aspect, therefore operates by

signifying reality in certain ways.
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As will he argued now, one signification by ideology is
that of naturality. Ideology signifies the world as-natural.
By this is meant that ideology signifies the world as
unquestionably being the way it appears to be. As was
argued in the chapter onﬁlanguage;'the'world as it appears
to us is constructed by the signification of language.
Ideology consequently has a part in this construction by
signification, since it is one way in which language operates.
The particular contribution which ideology makes to this
signification of the world, and which is addressed in this
section; ls to hide the fact of that construction of the
world by language. Thus, language constructs the world as
it appears to us; and language insofar as it operates
ideologically makes the world ~aopear not to be constructed
at all. Ideology makes the world appear to be in reallty
what is in fact only a certaln view or interpretation or .

v organisation'of_it.

The dlfflculty is that, although bestowing a
51gn1f1cat10n,»a particular conceptual
organization on reality, language»constantly
generatee the illusion that it reflects reality
instead of signifying it. The organization of
the relatlonshlps between objects in the world
out51de language aopears to be the same as the
organlzatlon of,the.relatlonshlps between the

| oonceptslof‘objects Within language and, indeed,
the latter appears to be the mere mirroring of

the former (Bennett 1979 opP.5=- 6)

An implication of the fact that language construCts the way
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we see the world is that that construction had an origin
in history and developed in an historical process. It follows
too that the world could have been differently signified by
different discourses which had followed different historical
paths of development. This is in_fact the case in different
éultures. "If words stood for pre-existing concepts, they
would all have exact equivalents in meaning from one language
to the next; but this is not true" (Saussure, quoted in
Belsey, op. cit., p.39). Thus ideology, insofar as it is also
language, also has an origin and a history, so that the signifi-
cation it contributesrto the signification of the world is in
fact one of many possible significations. 1In Althusserfs
words, "ideologies...have a history, whose determination in
the last instance is clearly situated outside ideologies alone,

although it involves them" (1971la, p.l1l50).

But ideology conceals the fact that the discourses in which it
is inscribed organise the world. It therefore also conceals
these implications of that organisation discussed in the
paragraph above. Thus ideology Signifies the objects and
relations of the world as having no origin in history. And
it signifies them as not having developed their essential
nature by an historical procesé, without which they would
not have existed at all, without which some other set of
relationships and types of object would have appeéred to be
real. Ideology therefore signifies the world as ahistorical,
without origin, eternal, of necessity and by definition
existing in the only way possible or conceivable. This is
what is meant here by saying that ideology signifies the

world as natural. Coward and Ellis speak of
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The production of an ideclogical yvraisemblable

which is effective precisely for the reason that.
it appears as,"naturalf, "the way things are"...
The practice of ideology has succeeded when it has
produced this "natural attitude", when for example
the relations of power are not only accepted but
perceived precisely as the way things are, ought

to be and will be (op..cit;; pp.67-68).
Again,

This confusion can be expressed otherwise: any
semiological system is a system of values; now
the myth~consumer takes the signification for a
system of facts: myth is read as a factual

system, whereas it is but a semiological system

(Barthes, 1972a, p.131)..

This signification applies also to thevsignification of the
human subject, whether it is by the signifier "I", or "he",
"she", "man", "woman", proper names, and so on. Barthes

speaks of  '

the bourgeoie ideology...the process through

which the bQurgeQisie transforms the reality

of the worldeinto an image of the world, History
into Nature...The status of the bourgeocisie is.
particular, historical:A.man as represented by,:
it is univeféei}.eterndl...: bourgeoi; ideolog;“u

yields an unchangeable nature (ibid., pp.141-142).

Related assertions may be found in Lacan: Although "those

psychoanalytic effects that are decisiVe for the subjeét...
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follow...faithfﬁlly the displacement of the signifier"
(1972a, p.40), and "the ego is...intermittentf (1977a,
p.313), there is "that which constitutes the ego and its
objects with attributes of,permanence,'identity, and
substantiality, in short; with'entities or fthingSf
that are very different from the‘Gestaitén that experience

enables us to isolate in the shifting field" (1977a, p.l17).

Once the objects and relations in the world are seen as

untuestionably existing in the only way possible, so that
alternative ways of being are inconceivable, these objects

and relations cannot require or be susceptible of explanation.
It is meaningless to expiain something which by definition is
the way it is and could not be otherwise. The explanation
would be completely superfluous. Indeed, looking for an
explanation would imply an historical origin and development

of the thing being explained. This would in turn'imply that

it could,have been‘differgntvand cannot bé £aken for granted

és exiéting in £he only wéy possible. Thus £he whoie endeavour
-of evén’looking’for an explanation is.meaningless’for a world

~signified as-naturai._ To put'this more simply,_téking the

- world for grahted and és obvious auﬁomatically means that ohe
does not look for eXplénations of it. Thié is not to say that
the processeé of change of these natural objects are not
investigated once the object is already perceived to be an
object. But to explain the origin of the very nature or essence
of the object or"reiation as opposed to its evolution once it
already exists, is a meaningless endeavour in a world signified

as natural. In Barthes' words,
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Bourgeois ideology...records facts or percei?és
values; but refuses explanations; the order of
the world can be seen as sufficient or ineffable,
it is neVer seen as,significant. Finally, the
basic idea...produces the inverted image of an
unchanging humanity, characterized by an indefinite

repetition of its identity (ibid., p.142).

This may be expressed by saying that the signifieds of
ideological discourse are signified as being essences. They
are seen to be things-in-themselves, whidh'simply existed in
the world out there before language existed, and language
simply gave them names. These names are not seen as given
meaning only by their difference from all the other words with
which'they are in a synchronic relationship. They are seen

as simply mirroring the organisation of the world which simply
exists exterior to language. The signifieds which are so
mirrored we may call essences, as opposed to beings defined by

potentially changing relationships.

What the world supplies to myth is an historical
reality, defined, even if this goes back quite a
while, by the way in which men have produced or
used it; and what myth gives in return is a
'néturél image of this reality. And...ideology is...
constituted by the loss of the historical quality
of things: 1in it, things lose the memory that
they‘ohce were made. The world enters language

as a dialectical relation between activities,
between human actions; it comes out of myth as a

harmonious display of essences (Barthes, ibid.) .~
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Apart from the fact that it can be demonstrated that it
is very likely that the phenomena of human culture have
undergone an historical'donstruCtion, emergence and
development, the above discussion gives a very cogent reason
for assuming such a history. For at whatever point phenomena
are conceived of as essences, at that point they become
insusceptible of analysis. To the extent that it is
desirable to analyse human phepomena in scientific and
academic discourse, it is therefore desirable to avoid
conceptualising these phenomena as essences. Furthermore,
things can only be systematically influenced and altered to
the extent that they may be understood and explained. So
that the practical concerns of science will also suffer to
the.extent that phenomena are conceived as essences. Thus
both for epistemological reasons and practical reasons, each
fundamental to scientific and academic endeavour, the
historicity and relationality of the phenomena of human
culture are crucial presuppositions. They are sufficiently
important at any rate to be arguably constitutive of scientific
discourse (Althusser, passim; Larrain, 1979, passim) and hence

to be justifiably put forward in this thesis.

To sum up this section, then, Althusser's formulation seems

apt.

What seems to take place outside ideology (to be
precise, in the street), in reality takes place

in ideology. What redlly takes place in ideology
seems therefore to take placezoutside it. That is
- why those who live in ideology believe themselves by

definition outside ideology: one of the effects of
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ideology is the practical denegation of the ideologi-

cal character of ideology by ideology (1971a, pp.

163-164) .

4.4 A Note on the Reasons and Mechanisms of the Natural Signification

This section is more in the nature of an excursus than a serious
attempt to explain the reasons for or the mechanisms of the
signification of naturality. This question does not fall

within the province of this thesis, which takes the arguable

fact of such a signification as a basis for the explanation of

the gay predicament, this last being the true focus of the thesis.
The problems of the reasons and manner of the: signification of
naturality properly require an analysis situéted in social
sciences othef than psychology, probably including an extensive
consideration.éf economic and political practice. For the sake

of completion, however, it will nonetheless be attempted in this
section to sketch some arguments explaining why and how naturality
is signified. This will indicate how the questions to which
solutions are offered in this work may be rendered continuous

with the types of question approached in other social sciences.
Such inter-disciplinary continuity has obvious advantages,
particularly in providing frameworks within which the foundational
assumptions of this thesis may be tested and elaborated - as

indeed they have been and are continuing to be.

It is clear from the statements of Barthes which have been quoted
that he sees naturality as serving the interests of the bourgeoisie,
that is,vfhe dominant class in the cultures in which ideology
operates in the manner described inzthis chapter. Althusser's
solution, which is more to the point for our purposes, is that

the signification of naturality ensures that "the vast majority
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of (good) subjects work all right "all by themselVesf,
i.e. by ideology...They 'recognize' the existing state of

affairs (das Bestehende), that 'it really is true that it

is so and not otherwise', and that they must be obedient
to God, to their conscience, to the priest, to de Gaulle,
to the boss..." (197la, p.l69). He adds that ideology

disguises a certain reality:

the reality which is necessariiy ignored
(méconnue) in the very forms of recognition
(ideology = misfecognition/ignorance) is
indeed, in the last resort, the reproduction
of the relations of production and the

relations deriving from them (ibid., p.170).

In disguising the true nature of the subject, produced and
defined in the symbolic structures of society gply by a set
of relationships ("the relations deriving from them"), as
was argued in the last chapter, and signifying him/her as
natural, an essence, ideology induces the subject to believe
that she/hé is not produced by larger structures but is a
source of seif—motivated actions, a being with free will.

Consequently it is possible that &the individual is interpellated

as a (free) subject in order that he shall submit freely...

i.e. in order that he shall'fréely accept his subjection, i.e.

in order that he shall make the gestures and actions of his

. subjection "all by himself" (ibid., p.169).

There is a controversy over this functionalist understanding of
ideology which Althusser displays .(for example Bennett, 1979;
Hirst, 1976). It is not at all intended by the present use of

Althusser's conceptualisation to defend him or to enlist his
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support in this particular matter for this thesis. It is
me:ely_intended to demonstrate.ég argument which explains
the signification of naturality by ideology, simply iﬁ
order to demonstrate that such an explanation is in
principle feasible. Whether the particular explanation
utilised here is faulty in part or as a whole is beside the

point.

Another level of explanmation is provided by Lacan himself,
in that the primal object of desire is to be such an object
as the mother'might recognize. This object would have a

positive being analogous to that of the natural essences

‘described in this chapter. Desire therefore leads to a

positing by the individual of a natural ego. This level of
explanatibn for the signification by ideological discourse
of naturality is cleaﬁly tqo individualistic to be more than
a minor aspect of.thegfull éxplaﬁétion. This operation of
deéire will howevér be elaborated.later in this chapter. It
will be used for a_relétedAand crucial purpose in explaining

the gay predicament in the.following chapter.

Barthes suggests one way in which the signification of
naturality is achieved. It is achieved by being "what one
could call public philosophy, that which sustains everyday

life, civil ceremonials, secular rites, in short the

" unwritten norms of interrelationships in a bourgeois society"

(1972a, p.140). That is,

our press, our films, our theatre, our pulp
literature, our rituals, our Justice, our
diplomacy, our conversations, our remarks

~ about the wegthgr,;a\mgrder trial, a touching . ..
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as they have been at different times and will be again.
Thus the signifier-signified link appears unquaestionable
in the everyday, "lived".view. It is so obvious a link
that the signifier appears simply to be a name for a
signified which exists independently of the signifier, and which
pre-existed it until a name (now the signifier we use) was

found for it. As Coward and Ellis put it,

the signifier is treated as identical to a
(pre-existent) signified. The signifier and
signified are not seen as caught up together
in a process of production, they are treated
as equivalents: the signifier is merely the
equivalent of its pre-established concept
(signified). It seems as though it is not
the business of language to establish this
concept, but merely to express or communicate
it...Language is treated as though it stands
in for, is identical with, the real world (op.

cit., p.47).

Because of this apparent transparency of language, it is
easy to believe that the organisation of the world according
to which we live is natural, the only possible way for the
lworld to be, instead of being constituted by langﬁage as it

in fact is.

These arguments, sketchy as they are, suggest thét the entire
ideological discourse acts as a.signifier of naturality. This
is effected at least by Barthesf catalogue of collective
»'ima_ggié by;ﬁpe des%g@_@p b¢ essentga1 opjects, and by the

Y S .

legal, educational and other institutions wﬁl&h“drum in the
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apparent. security and advantages of having free will and
hence being able to dictate onefs‘future prospects. -
"Realism naturalises the arbitrary nature of the sign; its
philosophy is that of an identity between signifier and
signified on the level of an entire text as much as £hat

of a single word" (ibid.).

Clearly, however, there is a single word, "natural", and its
synonyms and synonymous phrases, which act as this same
signifier tha£ the ideoclogical discourse as a whole operates
as. And there is the opposed signifier to this, "unnatﬁral",
which therefore signifies in opposition to the entire
ideological discourse of which it is a part. Again, it is

not necessary for the purposes of this thesis to explain
according to what mechanisms and why the signifier "unnatural"”
operates, since it is used here as a basis for addressing the
real focus of the thesis. But a brief suggestion will agaiﬁ

be made for the reasons given at the start of this section.

Foucault suggests that at one time "prohibitions bearing on

sex were essentially of a juridical nature. The fnaturef on
“which they were based was still a kind of law" (1978, p.38).

But as the naturality of certain kinds of sex shifted towards
-the kind of naturality meant by the ideological signification
described in the last section, it became possible to gain

power over the prohibited sexual phenomena by‘"Not the exclusion
of thesevthbusand aberrant sexualities, but by the'specification,
the regional solidification of each one of them"‘(ibid., p.44).
"The machinery of power that focused on this whole alien strain
did nbt seek to suppress it, but rather to give itvan”analytical,

visible, and permanent reality" (ibid., pp.43-44):
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This would then enlist even that which cohtradiCts the
general ideological signification of naturality in the
service of that signification. The unnatural sexualities
afe "made into a principle of classification and intelligibility,

established as a raison d'étre and a natural order of disorder"

(ibid., p;44); That is, unnaturality is signified as natural,
in the essential order of things, an eternal attribute of the
subject so signified. "Homosexuality appeared as one of the
forms of sexuality when it was transposed from the practice of
sodomy onto a kind of interior androgyny, a hermaphrodism of

the soul. The sodomite had been a temporary abefration; the
homosexual was now a species" (ibid., p.43). This contradiction
of the naturally unnatufal will be exploréd in detail in the

next chapter.

Foucault suggests a specific mechanism by which the unnatural
'is signified as having that special status by ideological
discourse, preventing it from being absorbed entirely back
into the domain of the natural. It is already clear frdm
,Barthesf explanation that natural phenomena>are successfully
signified és natural.by a spréadiné of a whole "catalogue of
collective imagesX. What is unnatural is signified as such
equally simply by exciuSion; This is nét to say that what is
unnatural is not spoken about, but that it is not spoken about
simply as an image simply amongst other_images..‘Whén it is
included in everyday discourse it is highly evident as that
Which is not spoken about as unremarkable. It is spoken about
as alien. Foucault speaks of "a sentence to disappear;.but |
also...an injunction to silence, an affirmation of non-

existence, and, by implication, an admission that there was
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nothing to say about such things, nothing to see, and

~nothing to know" (ibid., p.4).

This last point Foucault introduces only to dismiss its

truth forlhis purposes. I have in fact distorted Foucaultfs
arguments occasionally beyond recognition in wrenching them
from his Qery specific-problematic. ‘The intention here is
‘again‘not, however, to adduce Foucault in. support of this
thesis or eﬁen to present his viewpoint, but‘simplyAto
demonstrate that an.explanatory analysis of the signification

of unnaturality is in principle possible.

Ideology and the-Constitution of the Subject_,,

It 1s clear from the dlscusslon of Lacan' s view in the
'preceding chapter that the subject is constltuted in language.
The subject can only be concelved of as a meanlngful belng
once it can des1gnate 1tse1f w1th a s1gn1f1er._ This signifier
only has meanlng because it is already in a.synchronic:
relationshlp w1th other s1gn1f1ers. That w1th which the
subJect s1gn1f1es 1tse1f by which s1gn1f1cat10n alone it is a
human subject, ;s therefore already deflned by 1anguage before
the subject arrives. The subject is therefore constituted by

language and in 1t, and hence by 1deology.

The conceptlon of 1deology drawn from here makes a parallel
assertlon to the above.» In the very act of_namlng the subject,
as "I“ "him“ “Jane“; etc., language immediatelyiconstitutes
“the subject as a subject. That is, by the fact that the
subject is addressed (even.bY.her/himself as bart’of utterances

directed to others) primarily with the use of signifiers applied
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tofsubjects, the subject is limited to having a certain
type of signifier give it its definition and meaning. And
that meaning, clearly; is that of being a subject. As Lacan
puts it; "The form in which language is expressed itself
defines subjectiﬁity" (1977a, p.85). Thus "if I call the
person to whom I am speaking by whateﬁer name I choose to
giVe him, I intimate to him the subjective function that he

will take on again in order to reply to me, even if it is

to repudiate this function” (1877a, pp.86-87).

- This process is called by Althusser the interpellation of the
subject, that is the addressing of the subject with its
concomitant constitution of the subject as subject. Althusser\
speaks of ideblogz as interpellating the subject (1971la, p.160),
but this is an operation more properly attributed to language
in general, to what may be called signifying practice to
distinguish it from ideological practice (Coward & Ellis, op.

cit., p.80). With this qualification Althusser may be quoted:

all ideology hails or interpellates concrete

individuals as concrete subjects, by the

functioning of the category of the subject...
ideology..."transforms" the individuals into
subjects (it transforms them all) by that very

précise operation which I have called interpellation

or hailing and which can be imagined along the lines
of the most commonplace everyday...hailing, "Hey,

 you there!" (197la, pp.162-163). -

A further limitation is placed on the subject in this inter-
pellation by signifying practice. Insofar as language

provides a limited variety of organisations of the world at
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‘any_given moment., the.subject»gi&en an entry intO‘meaning
by language can only perceive the world in these certain
ways. This may be expressed by saying that the subject
is interpellated by language to occupy certain positions
or standpoints entailing certain limited perspecti?es on
the world. "As well as being a system of signs related
amOng themselVes, language incarnates meaning in the form
of the series of positions it ofﬁers for the subject from which
to grasp itself andlits relations with the real" (Nowell-Smith,
quoted in Belsey, op. cit., p.6l). This is clearly not a
simple influencing of the subject but an aspect of the very
constitution or creation of the subject: all the subject is

is an adoption of a position or positions.

What was it that Saussure in particular reminded
us of? That "language (which consists only of
differences) is not a function of the speaking
subject". This implies that the subject (self-
identical or even conscious of self-identity,
seiffconscious) is inscribed in the language,
that he is a "function" of the language (Derrida,

quoted in Belsey, ibid., p.59, Derrida's insertion).

This is the point at which ideology may be said to operate.
.Forvideology_contributes to the organisation of the world

by language. That is, ideology contributes to the de-
"limiting of the positions whieh the subject may occupy in
‘language and hence in understanding and operating in the
world. The contribution made by ideology is that, as argued
in section 4.3, of permitting the subject to perceive the

world and itself as natural. ' So ideology does not‘simply
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deceive the subject into believing its representation of
the world. On the contrary; it defines and constitutes
the subject so that she/ﬁe cannot help but perceive the
world in that way. The 'use of the word "representation"
in speaking about the operation_of ideology can in this

context be misleading in the extreme (Hirst, 1976).

Thus the imaginary identity of ideology closes

off the movement of contradictions, calling upon
the subject as consistent. It puts the subject

in the position of a homogeneous subject in ,
relation to meaning, a subject who thinks himself/
herself to be the point of origin of ideas and of
actions...Ideology produces the individual in a
relation to representation within the social
process in which he or she is situated, as an
identity (a point of self-reference) rather than

a process (Coward & Ellis, op. cit., p.77).

* This constitution of the subject by signifying practice and
ideology has clear links with the constitution of ehe subject
as understood by Lacan. The subject is given meaning, the
prerequisite for speech and human action, only by language,

and can be conceived only as a position in Symbolic structures,
that ie, as a signifier.. Furthermore; the subject is

signified as natural, that is, as an essence, having a

positive and consistent being.. This is in accord with the

positing of an imaginary ego by desire, a méconnaissance
by the subject of its nature as being that of such an object

k-
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as the mother might recognize as object of her desire, that
which will £ill her own lack and complete her. Such an
object has an essential, consistent, positive being of the

type signified by the "I" of ideological discourse.

The fact is that the total form of the body by
which the subjecﬁ anticipates in a mirage the
maturation of his power is given to him only as
Géétalﬁ...this-Geéﬁalﬁa..symbolizes the mental
permanence of the I, at the same time as it
pfefigures its alienating destination; it is
still pregnant with the correspondences that unite
the I with the statue in which man projects himself,
with the phantoms that dominate him, or with the
automaton in which, in an ambiguous relation, the
world Qf HiS'own_making tends to find dompletiqn_

(Lacan, 1977a, pp.2-3).

And,.aévLacan'bdint$ oﬁt; £his ego_beébﬁes identified with

the "I" of the &noncé once the.sdbject is constituted in fhe
symbolic, and the siénificétioh of this "I" is, as stated in
the.abové quote, misrecognised in the same way as the ego, and

for the same motives of desire.

Thié jubilant assumption of his specular image

by the child at the infans stage, still sunk in his
motor incapacity and nursling dependence, would
_seem to exhibit in.an exemplary situation the
SYmbolic matrix in which the ; is precipitated

in a primordial form, before it is objectified in
the dialectic of identification with the other,

B

.anqﬂbeforeflaﬁguage:restores to it, in” the
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universal, its function as. subject.
This -form...will also be the source of secondary
identifications...But the important point is that
this form situates the agency of the ego, before
its social determination; in a fictional direction,
which will always remain irreducible for the

individual alone, or rather, which will only

rejoin the coming-into-being (lé-déthir) of the
subject asymptotically, whatever the success of
the dialectical syntheses by which he must resolve
as I his discordance with his own reality (Lacan,

ibid., p.2).

Thus the operation of desire as viewed by Lacan and the °
operation of ideology as éescribed in this.chapter are aﬁ
oné in the understanding of the signification of the subject
by the "I" of ideological discourse. The contribution of
ideology to the constitution of the subject may therefore be
explored consistently with Lacanfs conceptualisation of the

operation of desire in that constitution of the subject.

Lacanfs conception of the imaginary provides a
route for understanding how the positibning of

a subject in relation to language and, therefore,
sociél relations is always accomplished in spécific
ideological formations. The identifications made
by the infant in the process by which it proauces
itself in discourse are always already in ideology

.

(Coward & Ellis, op. cit., p.76).

This méeting of ideology and desire will be extensively

explored in the following chaptér; in relation to the gay
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predicament.

The Transformation of Ideological Discourse

An attempt will be made in this section to explain the
linguistic mechanisms by which the ideological discourses

in which the subject is constituted can be transformed. The
fundamental point to note is that, while the cohnection
between signifier and signified at any given moment is so
close that they cannot_be experienced as separate from each

other, that connection was nonetheless historically brought

about.

The understanding of the subject in signification
produced by both Marxism and psychoanalysis
suggests the necessity of seeing the sign as

only one moment in the pfocess of.significatibn.
It is the moment which produces and fixeslmeaning
but it is not an absolute, pre-given relation. It
is the sign, the relation between signifier and
signified, which is fixed in the construction of
positions for the predicating subject. Such an
understanding emphasises the activity of the
signifier, whose limitation to produce cértain
signifieds therefore becomes a question of
positionality in sociality and social relations

(Coward & Ellis, op. cit., p.1l22).

The signifier operates to produce the signified. "Linguistics

enables us to see the signifier as the determinant of the
signified" (Lacan, 1977a, p.299). This operation of the

signifier is not only a function of its relational definition
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in the synchronic network of signifiers, but also of the
diachronic process by which that particular synchronic

arrangement of terms came about.

There are a number of factors which play a part in that
diachronic transformation of discourses from one synchronic
structure to another. Firstly, speech always occurs in a
specific context, and its meaning is partly givén by that
context. So for example when one addresses someone else the
"I" and "you" of onefs,sentence have different meanings from
those they would have had the sentence been spoken between

two different people. In Bennettfs words, "all language forms
are predicated on distinctive, historically produced relation-
ships between speaker(s) and listener(s) - ...such cases as
drawing-room conversation and language etiquetteﬁ (op. cit.,
pp-79-80). Thus speech is moulded by.specificﬁgontexts.

And in changing its form and structure, the unsboken paradigmatié
structure which is essential to the meaning of the spoken
utterance, is shifted, so that many of its terms.acquire a
different definition or meaning, if only minimally different,
in their altered relationship to each other. That is, Earolé'

(speech) has a reciprocal action on the basis from which it

arises, langue (language).

This is the order that the actual generative
process of language follows: social intercourse
is generated (stemming from the basis); in it;
verbal communication and interaction are generated:;
and in the latter,.forms of speech performance are
generated; finally, this generative procesé is
reflected in the change of language forms o

(Volosinov, quoted in Bennett, ibid., p.80).
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Here, then, is one mechanism of the transformation of

discourses.

It may be erroneously inferred from the aboVe that meaning
does not reside solely 'in lanéuage,<since material context
plays a part. This is incorrect. Language is a prerequisite
(not temporally;»but logically) for meaning to be possible.
Once that meaning eireedz exists, context can enter into and
delimit that meaning more precisely. 'Ultimately; "the
signifier is constituted only from a synchronic...collection
of elements in which each is. sustained only by the principle
of its opposition to each of the others" (Lacan, 1977a, p.304).
The relational definition and being of the signifier is, so to |
speak, the minimum necessary condition for language and hence
meaning to be possible. Whatever is added after that is

entirely dependent on it.

Another mechanism arises from the factvthat; as Volosinov

puts it, there are "differentiy oriented social interests within
one aﬁd the same sign-community" (quoted in Bennett, ibid., p.Bi)._
This allows for "discrepancies of meaning which may be attached
to the same words by virtue of the different uses to whieh they
are put in different, socially produced linguistic practices”
(Bennett, ibid., p.80). Thus the same language can contain a
number of different and even contradictory discourses. The
subject therefore has a choice of a number of different positions
or perspectives‘to take up and_ro oppose to each other, should
this be desired. The play of different discourses against each
other provides another mechanism of the transformation of

discourse.
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Insofar as ideology is a level of operation of language,
it too can be transformed in these ways.‘ The ideological
signification of a discourse may be conceived to change with
the other levels of signification in language. The precise
manner in which it may be said to_change with respect to those
of its properties described in this chapter will be discussed
at length in Chapter Six. For reasons that will be discussed
there, revolutionary changes in ideology will not be considered
in this context. "Modifications" may be a less misleading

term than "changes".

It maf be noted in passing that this continuity of the con-
struction of linguistic discourse with the processes of change
on other levels of the social formation opens the study of
signification to historical materialist analysis. For "if
.language is a system of signs, then not only sounds or written
texts, but also all meaningful social practices and cultural
phenomena may constitute particular kinds of language" (Larrain,
1979, p.l1l30). Furthermoré, although Lacan makes use of
structuralist concepts, he does not share all of the
epistemological commitments of cléssical structuralism.
Indéed, his view on the subject and language is fundamentally
a developmental one, so that the construction of subject-
positions in language and the diachronic production of the
link between signifier and signified is given full weight in
his understanding. Lacan speaks of "the signifief as the

determinant of the signified" (1977a, p.299) and states that

Between the two chains...those of the signifiers
as opposed to all the ambulatory signified that

circulate becausée they are always in the process
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of_sliding‘— the"pinning—dpwn or capping point
I speak of is mythical, for never has anyone
been able to pinya meaning to a signifier; but
on the other han@;_what one can do is to pin a
signifier to a'Signifier and see what happens.
But in that,case}hsomething new always results...-
namely; the aépearance of a new meaning...(quoted

_ih Laplanche and Leclaire, 1972, p.155).

Lacanfs.work is therefore also continuous with the semiotics
which emphasises the historical production Qf_the.signifier-
signified link (the semiotics of the~TeihQﬁel writers, from
. whom Coward and Ellis draw in the work so extensively:adauced

there),

Because of these eentinﬁitiesvbetween Lacan and contemporary
'semiotlcs on the one hand, and between hlstorlcal materialism
“and semlotics on the other, the clash between hlstorlcal
materialism and c1a351cal structurallsm does not apply in

the present framework. Thls clash is not therefore a factor
to miiitate against a.synthesis between'Lacan and the
particular conceptlon of ideology used here. We are in
agreement, that is, w1th Larraln [ representatlvely anti-

structuralist assertion that

The presence ofhthe ideological in a aiscourse.
does not consist of immanent properties‘of the

texts,:but_of a system of relationships betweeh
the texttand its preduCtieh, circulation and

consumption (op. cit., p.140).
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The view on idéology.putnforwara above is consonant with
the statement that ."structures are -themselvés the result
of manfs practice" (ibid;; p.150). And, indeed, it is an
important argument in this thesis that; in consequence of
this last assertion; "men may change circumstances through

revolutionary practice" (ibid.).

Conclusion

The continuity between the interpretation of Lacan and the
selected aspects of the view of ideology given here will

be briefly summarized in this section. Their relation to
signifying practice was demonstrated in the preceding section

to be continuous. In the section on the constitution of the
subject, too, it became clear that Lacan's view isrconsistént
with the view on ideology put forward here. It is in addition
‘clear from.that section that idéology has material effects on
people, at least insofar as it contributes to the constitution

of their subjectivity and hence to their capacity to think,

speak and act meaningfully. This conception of ideology is
therefore agaih in accord with Lacan's view that language is not
simply the bearer of communications which impinge on the subject,
but is at the heart of the very constitutioh of the subject of
desire: language is involved in the construction of that which
receives or gives the communication which is merely the consciously
experienced contribution of language. Finally, the signification
of naturality by ideology is consistent with the way in wﬁich

Lacan sees the operation of the "I" of the é&noncé.

This consistehcy of the two approaches is sufficient for our
pufpoées. ‘It may be noted, however, that it may bevargued that

."it is only psychoanalysis which has gone any way to analysing
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the formation qf the subject which receives its specific
subjectivity in the work of ideology" (Coward & Ellis, op.

cit., p.69).
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THE GAY PREDICAMENT

The acquisition of sexual orientation is not at issue
in this thesis. The question asked here is why it is

that in certain cultures the acquisition of a particular

kind of sexual orientation, once it is already

established, should present extreme problems of self-

acceptance and of acceptance of others.

This chapter will argue that a crucial part or level of
the explanatidn may be found in the overation of ideology
in these cultures, and in the way in which the individual's

desire impells him/her to collude with that ideological

© operation.

For reasons outlined in previous chapters, the conceotions

of ideological overations and of the overation of desire

used here will be those of Barthes and some of the post~

Althusserians in the former case and of Lacan in the latter.

The Problem : Why is Homophobia an Issue at all?

It is clear from Lacan's account of the constitution of
the subject in the imaginary and symbolic registers_that’

méconnaissance is an indispensable prerequisite for the"

formation of a human subject. Thi's abplies no matter how

non-neurotic, how "healthy" a persoh may be. . "Our

experience shows (that)...the function of-mééohnaissance...
characterizes the ego in all its structures" (Lacah, 1977a,
p.6, inéertion added). Speaking of the mirrdrkstagé ih
which the foundations 6f.the subject's constitution are
laid, and pf its consequences after entry into the

symbolic, Lacan states that a méconnaissance is the =

basis of the ego, and will always remain so;
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This.jubilant assumption of his specular
image by the child at the inféné stage;
still sunk in his motor incapacity and
nursling dependence, would seem to exhibit
in an exemplary situation the symbolic
matrix in which the I is precipitated in
a primordial form, before it is objectified_
in the dialectic of identification with the
other, and before language restores to it,
1n.the universal, its functlon as subject...
But the important point is that this form
situatesvthe agency of the ego, before ité_
social determination, in a fictional
direction, which will alﬁays remain irreducible
for the individual alone, or rather, which
will only rejoin the coming-into-being (le
devenir) of the subject asymptotically,
whatever the success of\the diaiectical
syntheses by which he must resoive as I his
discordance with his own reality (ibid.; P.2,

emphasis in original).

The way one lives one's life has constant characteristics

only in consequence of an imaginary méconnaissance,

"by which he transfers the vermanence of his desire to

an ego that is nonetheless intermittent" (ibia;, pp.312—313).

One's very ability to act deliberately and purposefully

,,1n the world at all is dependent on. the méconnaissance

oF the ~age.  "The Da551onate desire pecullar to man to



-145-
impress his image in reality is the 6bscu?e baéié}éf the
rational mediations of the will" (ibid., p.22). And
"fhis formal fixXation...is the very condition that extends
indefinitely his world and his power; by giving his
objects their. instrumental volyvalence and symbolié
polvphony, and also their poténtial as defenﬁivé armou;p

(ibid., p.17).

Furthermofe,.the subject, as argued in,Chapter_Th;ée,-
no matter how healthy, morél or decent, is'tripiy
trapped with a double desperation in an impoésible guest.
And this iméossible quest, for a permanently lost objectl
which cannot be abandoned, has an influence on every. |
aspect of the individual's life (Freud; 19687 p.198;

Lacan, 1977a, p.1l72).

It follbws, therefore, that, where everyone lives as a

méconnaissance, it is meaningléss for an individual
deciding on lifestyle to speak of others' judgments of
right and wrong ways to live as being more adequate than
one's own, or, for that matter, less adequate.' For one

is then saying that that which is born of oﬁé very compiex
ana fundamental misrecognition,hés'moreitrﬁth vaiue than

‘that which is born of another similar misrecognition..

It is of course possible to establish critéria by which the
' truth values of differing’judqménts can be evaluated‘re1a—
© tive td each other. But this misses the point at‘iésﬁé,
.which is that the negéﬁive judgment in some éulﬁurésvon
homosexuality has an»emotidhaivimpact of sudh,power as to
bring abouf brutal material effects oh mahy>liﬁe§. .And

there is the correlative point that that particular
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negative judgment is held with tremeﬁdoué tenacity
by the large majority of people in such Cultures; to
the point where violent. action may be taken to implement
it. Some of the.large body of literatﬁre supporting.
this statement was cited in the Introdudtionﬁ(e.g.
Bullough, 1979, chaps. Three and Seven; Hart & Richard-

son, 1981, pp.41-45; Plummer, 1975).

The question, then, is why it is_that there should be -

such a prevalent feeling in some cultures, of such force,

that homosexuality is abominable. And why it is that_
many, if not all, homosexuals themselves are impelled to
repudiate this aspect themselves, at some stége of their-f

lives, with the same force or more.

'First Approaches

- This section.wiil present a brief account of hombphobia
‘which is notvthe account offered by thié thesis.'.This
alternative anéiféis is gi&en to suggest the‘cbmplexity
.0of the issués involved in explaining homéphobia.. It
will also help to pinpointféhe contribution made ﬁo the ;
ekplanation‘of homophobia by the use of the present

framework.

Clearly,.part of the explanation for ﬁhe-powérfui
‘aversion to homosexuality must lie in the7way in which~
. human subjécts are constitﬁted,“ It ﬁust 1ie;.thét is,
in the mutual operation of desire and language on_the“ 

infant.

As outlined in Chapter Three (p.66), Lacan holds that

the ego consists in a misrecognition of a qpificatiOn
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of the'subject‘s characteriStics. ‘This miSrecanition |
is built'first on the identification with the coherent
image of the-subject perceived in nirrors or ‘in others,
during the mirror stage,.and secondly on an identification
with the siQnifier "I, which, as arcuedvin Chapterv
Three, glves the 1lluslon of 51gn1fy1ng a cons1stent
being. Furthermore, th1s imaginary ego is 1nvested by ;;
the subject S . de51re with a double desveration ‘and a 5K"
triple captation. This multlple trap, it was argued at
the end of Chapter Three, involves on the one,hand,an‘
impossible quest to be the mother's complementary object,
and on the other hand the impossibility ofhrelinquishing
~that futile quest since it has been repressed into'the"
‘unconscious, and so made eternal (Freud, 1915b) : The
subject cannot help therefore but cling to an 1mage of t
.hlm/herself as a consistent being, a coherent unlty,

harbouring no fundamental contradictions.

Homosexuality,bhowever, is construed in the releuanti
cultures as a contradictoryoway of ‘being to-hetero— »
sexualltv, whlch in turn is automatlcally and emohatically
exnected to become part of each person's way of relatlng
to others. This observation 1s.eas1ly confirmed (e.g. Hartb
& Richardson, op. cit., pp.93-110). To explain this is not

within the bounds. of this thesis.

Homosexuals, too, are different from any_other,oppreSSed
group at least in that they can "pass" as heterosexualy>
and .in that their defining characteristic is to be found

in a large proportion of those who claim to{be‘different~

from them, as shown by, inter alia, the Kinsey reportslh
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(1948 and 1952). "Ultimaﬁely homosexuals are a
minority quité unlike any other, for we are a-part

of all humans - not metaphorically...but actuallv"
(Altman, 1971, pL236). Consequently a gay person is
likely to enhance by his/her example the possibility.

of other people's recognising their own repressed or
suppressed homosexual feelings. These feelings or
pqtential feelings are likely to have been excluded

by fhe subject. from among the characteristicsaof his/her
.ego, as being contradictory to the heterosexuality

which is emphatically expected to be there; Thus an
evocation of them in the subject by another is likely o
threaten the desperately desired coherent outlines of
the ego, and hence the possibility of fulfilliﬁg'thé
desire for the mother's desire. This would account

- for the power of the reaction to homosexuals.

The same reasoning could be appiied to the gay‘pérsbn's
self-rejection. But it then needs to be exﬁiained whv
other'characteristics,vfor whatever reason not anticipated
fo be‘withiﬁ or oredicable of the ego; do not bear:a
comparable degree of threat when recognised to be present
in the subject. .Few.people,_for exémple, are deeply
pertﬁrbed at the thought that other people m%ght ber 
eXtrOVeftéd'where.they themselves are ihtroverted. Nor
is it common for a person who has always perceived_him/,
herself as primarilv attracted to blond peovle to'spehd
vears coming to terms.with the fact that she/he is ¥ |

gradually finding dark-haired people'juSt-as attractive.



-149- .
Clearly the explanation for the effect of_the
pfohibition on homosexuality cannot lie ‘simply in
a threat to thevimaginary coherence of the ego.
Nor is it sufficient to point out that it ié forbidden;
and is therefore not comparable to the examples above,
for it is the vowerful effect of that prohibition that
we are attempting to explain, given that it is already
there. There must be an additional factor épecific to
homosexuality or at least specific to a limited set of

attributes which includes homosexuality.

.This point can be made clearer by a few intuitively‘
accessible examples. It is obvious that there will
‘usually be different responses to the foilowing sfatements.
It should be taken that they. are made in common social -
intercourse, as to someone met casually at é dinner parﬁy,
as opposed to in exceptional circumstances 1iké taiking

to a'therapist or to a self-accepting homosexual.

These are the étateménts: "My sister is very Selfish.by

" nature, but she coﬁpensates for it very well™, aé opbosed
to "My sister is homosexual but compenséteS»for it very
well". Or,'"My son is socially very insecure/neurotic but
manages to establish“rélationships that satisfy him",:as
opposed to "My son iévhomosexual but manages to establish
relationships that satisfy him". Or "i'refuse to become
sekually:inVOlQed with someone who is not a member of my
.religious group/colour"”, as opposed to "I refuse to Become

sexually involved with someone who is not of my sex".

The reactions to the second statement in each case are

far more likely to include degrees of shock than are reactions
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to the first statement. There is, indeed, a comic
element fo them, just because they are statements
unlikely to be made in conventional social settings.
Homosexuality displays a difference from other
attributions of negative qualities, of qualities of social
or psychological handicap, and from other categorisations

of human type. - This difference requires explénation.

It will be argued in the next section that the operation

of ideology vrovides the missing explanatory element.

The Operation of Ideology

It is pertinent here to remember an earlier voint:

The understanding of the subject in
signification pfoduced bv both Marxism

and psychoanalysis suggests the nebessity
of seeing the sign as only one moment in
the process of signification. It is the
moment which produces and fixes meaning
but it is not an absolute, pre-given.
relation. It_is the sign, the relation

" between signifier and signified, which is
fixed in the construction of positions
-for the predicating subject. Such an
understanding emphasises the activity of
the signifier, whose limitation to produce
certain signifieds therefore becomes a
question of positionality in sociality and
social relations.. (Coward & Ellist_l97%;

p.122).
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As argued:earlier,~one consequence of this fixing of
the relations between signifier and signified is that the-
signified appearé to have an existence or being which is

independent of its production by the activitY'ofrthe'

signifier. It becomes seen as a ding an sich, not

produced as what it has become, but an essential being.

In other words, again as argued earlier; it is one of the
fundamental qualities of ideological discourse that it
represents what has been historically acquired as natufal,'
‘that is as being timeless, without origin, of necessity
and by definition the only way of being possible,’and
theréfore not requiring or indeed not even sﬁsceptiblevof
explanation. That which is described by ideblogical
discourse as natural.is thus an essence, not a structuré
or a position in a structure. As Barthes puts it,'in'ﬁthe
bourgeois ideology...the process through which £he bouf—_
geoisie transforms the reality of the world intoian‘iméqé
of the world, Hisfory into Nature...: man as reprééénfed
by it is universal, eternal...: bourgeois ideology ‘,
yields an unchangeable nature" (1972a, pp.l4l-l42).A And

Coward and Ellis speak of

_The production of an ideological vraisemblable
which is effectiVe.precisely for £he'reason
that if appears as "natural", ﬁthe ﬁay_things
are";;.The pfactice of ideology has succeeded
when it has produced this "natural.aﬁtithde",
when for example the'existing.reiatiané of
power are not. only accepted but percei?ed

orecisely as the way things are, ouqht to be,
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and will be (op. cit., pPp.67-68).

This of course immediately constitutes a contradiction
immanent'in ideology, for the phenomena of human

culture are all historically developed; in few of an
infinity of possible contradictory directions; including

the phenomendn of ideology itself. 1In Althusser's Words,

ideologies...have a history, whose determination
in the last instance is clearly situated outiside
ideologies alone, although it involves them

(1971a, ».150).

and,

what seems to take place outside ideology (to
be precise, in the street), in reality takes
place in ideology. What really takes place in
ideology seems therefore to take place outside
it. That is why those who live in ideology
believe themselves by definition outside
ideology; one of the effects of ideology is

the practical'denegation of the ideological

character of ideology by ideology (ibid.,

pp.163-164).

That very cultural product which attempts, and so
often succeeds in its attemot, to disguise the fact

of history, is itself a product of that fact.

And, insofar as ideology aims to present the world in
a certain light, it casts a shadow on certain phenomena

and viewooints - it is selective in its representation
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of the world. It is contradictory; too, therefore,
because it attempts to disguise its selectiVity, the
fact that it constructs its signifieds in a particular

way .

It is these contradictions in language gﬁé“ideology
which, it is argued here, collude with the operation
of desire to bring about the predicament of the gay
individual, constituted as she/he is in the language

in which ideology is inscribed.

Clearly, in the process of signifying its signifieds

as natural, the ideological discourse as a whole becomes
a signifier of naturality, over and above whatever else
it signifies. And of course there is a particular
signifier within the discourse of the same concept, the
word "natural" itself. While this word "natural” may be
employed independently of the analogous depléyment_of
the whole discourse, it is always backed up by the whole
weight of that discourse's signification of naturality,

simply by virtue of this latter's ubiquity.

This dual mode of signifying naturality multiplies the
possibilities for contradiction in this connection in

the operation of ideology.

"Natural", iike any other signifier, only bears meaning
by virtue of its difference from an oppositional term,

in this case "unnatural". To put this less.techhically,
ideology can only be selective or inclusive at the cost
of excluding. 1In this case, moreover, it is an exclusion

from "the way things are, ought to be and will be". Such
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an exclusion, when it is both effective and contra-
dictory, must lay the foundation for powerful effects

on those who live in and through it. _ )

It will be the aim of the next section to explain why
that exclusion is in fact effective, given that it is
already operating, and of the next section to elaborate

the effects of its contradictions as outlined above.

The Operation of Desire

The explanation for the emotional effectiﬁeness of
ideological exclusion from what is "natural" follows
readily from Lacan's account of the constitution of
the subject. As Lacan argues, the individual is
constituted in language. Given that ideology may be
seen as one level of analysis ofvlanguage (Cﬁapter__

Four, section 4.2), the subject is therefore constituted

'in ideology. And this constitution in language and hence

in ideology as argued at the end of Chapter Three and
referred to above (Section 5.2) is clung to with a

double desperation and a triple captation. The subjéct's
desire motivates this entrapment of the subjecf and it
invests the imaginary ego with the same desperation and
captation in the same process, since the ego is
identified_with the "I" of speech. "This imaginary
process...beéiﬁs_with the specular image.and-goes on to
the constitution of the egévby way of sﬁbjectification

by the signifier"” (Lacan, 1977a, p.307).



-155-

And the characteristics of the ego, with which the

In Lacan*b/words, there is "that which constitutes

the ego and its objects with attributes of permanence,
identity, and substantiality, in short, with entities
or 'things' that are very different from the
Gestalten that experience enables us to isolate in

the shifting field" (1977a, p.17).

The operation of desire, therefore, has an aim which
coincides.exactly with that of the obération of
ideology, that is, to assert the essential nature of
the subject. That is, precisely that the subject -is
natural. The ideological signification of naturality
will therefore be clung to by the subject with all the

impetus of her/his deepest desire.

Consequently, should the ideological discourse contrive
to signify a characteristic or oredicate as unnatural -
that is, as changeable, not permanently consistent, not
an eternal essence - the subject cannot help but
repudiate any participation on its part in that
characteristic or predicate, and repudiate it withvall

the force of its desire.

Tt is in the operation of desire, therefore, that an

expvlanation for the powerfdl psychological effects of
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exclusion from naturality by ideology is to be found.

The Nature of the Effects of the Operations of Ideology
and Desire

In the operations of both desire and ideology, it follows
from the above arguments, an imoossibly contradictory
assertion is made, that of the eternal consistency of the
individual as ego. In both operations the subject's
definition only as difference in a synchronous network

of signifiers (as argued in Chapter Three, section 3.3)
is denied, and a positive essence asserted in its place.
And in both operations the subject's definition as
changing contextually according to its poéition in the
syntagmatic chain of signifiers, and as developing from
a zero point in specific ways (argu%d in Chapter Three,
Section 3.3)9, is denied, and a éonsistent, eternal
essence asserted in its place. Synchrony and diachrony,
therefore, are both denied in the overations of bétﬁ
ideology and desire, each of which itself operates only
by signification, of which synchrony and diachrony are

constitutive.

9. "Further reflection tells us that the adult's ego
feeling cannot have been the same from the
beginning. It must have gone through a process
of development, which cannot, of course, be
demonstrated but which admits of being constructed
with a fair degree of probability" (Freud, 1930,
pP.66).
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A language, Saussure says, "is a system of
pure values which are determined by nothing
except the momentary arrangement of its
terms® (Course, 80; 992£§' 116). BecsuSe
the language is a wholly historical entity,
always ooen to change, one must focus on
the relations which exist in a partisular
synchronic state if one is to define its

elements. (Culler, 1976, p.36).

This double dsnial is effected by thé signifying'of
naturity. The contradiction it sonstitutes, theh, is

the contradiction which was referred to abo&e as bringing
about the predicament of the gay iﬁdividual; This

assertion will now. be elaborated.

Ideological discourse, it has been arqued'above, operatés
as tﬁe signifier "natural": it disguises its signifieds‘
univerSally as bearing that characteristic.'>Cohsequently,
the "I" spoken by the individual, occupying as it does a
place in linguistic discourse, mﬁst participate in
signifying its signified, in this case the subject, as
beafihg that characteristic of nstufality, timelessness,
_ahistoricity,_not having an origin réduiring or even.

susceptible of explanation. The subject of the'énoncé,

that - is, mustbsignify the subject of the énonciation
as'natural, simply by virtue of its existence as a subject
ofAspeech; This applies not only despite the poteﬁtially
cbntradictory positions the sﬁbject hay.occupy in disééurse,

but precisely to deny such a possibility of contradiction.
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And; on the psychoanalytic side of the coin, the
subject's desire is doubly and triply impelled to -
invest the subject with the same signification of
naturality or essentiality: the ego is imagined to

be the subject.

It follows from both the ideological and psychoanalytic
perspectives that the only tenable position for the
subject is to experience as-natural whatever is signified
by the discourse she/he is constituted by. This appliés
more particularly to characteristics predicablé of the
subject or, more accurately, of the ego, which is taken

for the subject - characteristics such as gay or straight.

?It will, of course, appear peculiar to state that an
attribute like "gay" must be expsrienced as natural.

But this ig the crux of the contradictory position the
gay‘subject experiences, and, it will be argned_nexe, it
is a realisation without which the gay predicament cannot
be clearly understood. The rest of the thesis will attempt
to sth that this way of conceiving nhe operation of
ideology on homosexuality brings great clarity to the
understanding of homophobia. This appears to be an
oriqinal édnception, which follows logically from the
present view on ideolsgy. Its usefulness and consistency

should emerge in the following nages.

It follows clearly from the preceding pages that since
.gayness is signified by ideological discourse, it must
'be signified as natural in the same way as everything

else signified by such discourses, that is, through the
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"fixing" by the signifier of the signified ss an
essential thing-in-itself. This!ﬁeaning of
naturality is that on the basis of whiCh the argument

up to now has been conducted: that is, tlmelessness,

essentiality, insusceptibility of explanation.

Two vital séts of contradictions ensue frdm this, which
will be elaborated in the rest of this chaptér. . Firstly,
the gay subject is signifieé’as natural as well as
unnatural in the same respect.‘_The signifier "unnétural"
is made to operate on gayness by the cultures in question,
so that its meaning is produced as both and simultaneoﬁsly
ﬁaturai (by the operation of the discourse as a whole),
and unnatural (by the operation of a specific signifier).
Secondly, the gay subject is 51gn1f1ed as natural Ain two
mutually exclusive respects. She/he is 51gn1f1ed as -an
essence by the "I" of ideological discourse, a significa-

tion supported by the méconnaissance of the imaginary

ego, which is identified with the "I" of speech with all
the passibn of the subject's desire. And she/hé is also
signified as gay. This signification of gayness is, like
all other significations within the ideoloéicalidiSCourses
in gquestion, additionally a signification sznaturality.
But, because gayness is simultaneously signified‘as
unnaturai by other ideological discursive'opéfations,
~while the essence 51gn1f1ed by "I" is unambivalently
51gn1f1ed as. natural, the subject is ooerated on by two

antithetical signifiers of naturality at once.

No attempt will be made in thlS thesis to explain-.

comprehensively why the gay/straight oop051t10n is linked
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with the unnatural/natural opposition. The place of
economic and political practices in this bégs to be
researched in a first approach to answeriﬁg that
question; aﬁd such research falls too far out of the
psychological scope of this work. It will be taken as
sufficient here that the signifier "unnatural" is made
to operate effectively on gayness. The deployment Qf
naturality and unnaturality by ideology and the
knotting of this depioyment with libidinal desire is
taken here as the starting point of an explanation ahd
an elaboration, an explanation of the powerful emotional
effects of the prohibition and exclusion of gayness and

an elaboration of the nature of these effects.

To continue, then, it is clear that the gay individuai
is interpellated intoltwo sets of contradictory éubject-
positions in the discourse that constitutes her/him. .
And each being a position in which the subject's desire
is captivated, each is made untenable by the existence
of the other. In Lacan's words, "'‘'one cannot-servé éwo

masters', that is, one's being cannot conform to two

actions that lead in opposite directions" (1977a, p.130).

Those in Contact with Gay People

Before the gay predicament is further elaborated, it
should be explained that the same analysis applies both
to those who experience homosexuality in themselves and
those who are merely in contact with gay others. This

is quite simply because of the centrality of the Other

- in the Lacanian framework. Or, put more simplistically,

this is because,of the inescapable identification of a
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subject with other subjects. Since this is crucial
to the applicability of the present analysis, it will
be heavily supported by references to Lacan in'this

section,

It should be recalled first that

the mirror stége is a drama...which manufactures -
for the subject;..the succession of phantasiés
that extends. from a fragmented body-image to é
form of its totalitv...and an alienéting
identify, which will mark with its rigid
structure_the subjéct's entire mental develop-
vment (Lacan, 1977a, p.4). |

The mechanism of this process is_éxplained‘as follows:

"We have only to understand the mirror stage as an

identification...: namelv, the transformation that

takes place in the subject when he assumes an image"
(ibid., ©.2). The product of this identification is,

of course, the ego that is so vital to the'aéhievement

of the primal desire, recognition as the object of the
mother?s.desire, and any threat‘to which ego conseguently

has such powerful effects.
Furtﬁermdre, the

moment in which the mirror—étageAdémes.to
“an end inaugurates, by the identification
with the'igggg of;the.counterpart and tﬁe
drama of primordial jealousy...the dialectic
thaf wil;thencefofth link the I'to goéiallyf

elaborated situations.
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It is this moment that decisively tips the
whole of human knowledge intolmediatiZation
through the desire.of the other, constitutes
its objects in an abstract equivélence'by
the co-operation of others (ibid,; p,S).
This moment, too, because of the importance to the

subject of the ego's apparent consistency,

turns the I into that apparatus for which
eVery instinctual thrust constitutes a
danger, even though it should correspond
to a normal maturation - the very
normalization of this maturation being
henceforth dependent, in man, on a

cultural mediation (ibid., pp.5-6).

"~ Thus the consistency of the subject's ego is always

to some degree vulnerable to challenge. .For "this
narcissistic moment in the subject is to be:fouhd in
all the geﬂetic phases of the individuai, in all the.
degrees of human accomplishment in the person" (ibid.,

p.24).

And Lacan maintains that one of the sourcés of
aggte551v1ty in people is the unsuccessful rivalry
undergone by the infant for the mother's affectlon and
recognltlon (ibid., pp.19ff.).. Thus a threat to the

ego's appearance of consistency is precisely suited to

evoking aggression -~ a frequent response to homosexuals.

The subject, then, its understanding of the world and

of itself mediated through the desire of the other,.
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and its objects constituted "by the co—opefatidn
of others" (ibid., p.5), is always to some degree
dependent on identification with others to confirm
that wvital éssential nature of his/her ego; its
identity. And others. are then in a position to evoke
_primordial emotions in the subject by disconfirming
her/his essentiality. For in "the notion of an
aggressivity linked...to the structures of systematic

méconnaissance and objectification that characterize |

‘the formationAof the ego" (ibid., p.21), "we can see

the subjectiﬁe function of identification operate" (ibid.).
Even the statement "'I'm a man...can at most mean no

more than; 'I'm like he whom I recognize to be.a maﬁ,

and so recognize myself as being such'. In the last
resort, these Various formulas are to be understood

only in. reference to the truth of 'I is an other'"

(ibid., 23). ALl through life the subject needs the :
identificatory confirmation of others to maintain the

méconnaissance of the ego.

It is therefore understandable that when another
indiVidual embodies an inconceivable representation of
human néture, as is done by making the unnatural |

" visible, that confirmation via'identificatiqn is
vﬁndermined; challenged and threaﬁened and it followé
that primordial emotions may be evoked in consequenee.
Furthermore, it fdllows from the above discussion £hat
subject in contact with gay others, be it directly;‘ofv
thréugh conversation, or through the media,_maylwell
enter, vicariouslv and by'identification,'into'What

has been analysed‘here as the gay prediCament;  This



. will became cleayer in what follows immediately below..”

This process of idéntifiéétioh has been discussed so far >morve
‘cle.ai:‘ly in terms of the imaginary than the symbolic. An
understandlng of the relation of the preceding discussion to
the symbolic presents.no difficUlties‘; hweVer; sincé the "I"
of the symbolic discourse designates the 'subject insofar as it
. 1s misrecognised as the Jmaglnary ego. "This J'.maginary |
- process. . .begins WJ.th the specular image and goes on to the
constitution of ._the ego by way of su_bjectificétion by the

signifier" (ibid., p.307).

The sub'jectfs identification, it may therefore be said, "will
always be an identification with signifiers" (ibid., p.256v),. as- ‘
Lacan says of the patient in analysis. That is, given that the.
subject is "a subject defined only as a locus of relationships"
(Wilden, 1968, p.182), which is precisely how a signifier '}s
defined, it follows that the subject in contact with gay other
su.bjecﬁs may came to occupy similar positions in discourse to . '

{
those occupied by these gay others.

This concerns a quite different function from that of
the primary identification referréd to above, for it
doesinot involve the assumption by the subject of -the .
inéignia of the other, but rather the condition that
the subject has to find the constituting structure of
his desire in the same gap bpened up by the effect of
the signifiers in those who come to represent the

- Other for him (Lacan, 1977a, p.264).

Thus the same analysis applies to the homophobia experienced by
those indirect or indirect contact with gays as to the homophobia

'expefienced by gays themselves. And an additional component of -
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aggressivity may be attributed to the reaction of those in
contact with gay others. - Ind‘eedi} research may show that the
depression of those newly realising their own hamosexuality

may derive in part from the same source of ,aggressiizity.

Elaboration of the Contradictory Effects

The fir'st. set of contradictions arises from the simultaneous
signification of gayness as natural and unnatural. Being

natural, gayness has no origin, no historyi it is a timeless

essence and therefore requires no explanation. But, being

unnatural, it does require to be explained, to be put into
relation to that which the ideological discourse has signified

- as eternal and the only way to be.

This last is in a sense a definitional consequence of the

existence of such a category as naturality at all. If a certain

. wa.y of being is the only way of being, then it follows that any

other way of being excluded therefram can only have a meéni’ng,
can only be conceived, if its exclusive otherness is only
am‘ en , SO that in reality it is only a deviation from the
only way to be, beéring a definite relation to it. And an
explanation for the deviation can then be sought by adducing an

extraneous cause or influence which accounts for the apparent

otherness, the apparent exclusivity, of the alternative way of

being. The essentiality of the natural way of being is thus

. vindicated.  An example of such an explanatory process in the

case of homosexuality is the principle that gays are in fact

_ afraid of members of the opposite sex, (Socarides, 1979, 1981)

and that this ex:tra' factor sufficiently explains their deviation
from heterosexuality which .is in reality hidden at their core.

The fact of being positivély drawn to members of the same sex
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is rendered insignificant: . the extra explanatory factor of
(negative) fear serves to negate the unnatural attraction.

The existence of the unhatural attraction is thereby masked.

It is important to be clear that the .issue here is not whether
the "natural" way of being, in this case heterosexuality, LS_

in fact being deviated from, but that the explanatory process out-
_lined above serves to vindicate the implications of the way of
beJ.ng's having been signified as natural in the first piace. It
is not at issue here whether the explanations are correct or not.
What is at issue is ‘the ideological operation which occurs in

the search fof expiahation; over and above the scientific value

of the search.

To return, then, gayness, bej.ng both natural and unnatural, is
both insusceptible of explanation and in need of explanation.
And the pun on "need" is more than co-incidental. For the gay

: subject.fs' desire is most deeply invested in the imaginary‘
consistericy, essentiality, coherence of his/her ego, as
elaborated in earlier chapters. And now the "I" of the symbolic
register, the register of ideological discourse, with which that
ego is identified and knotted with all the strength of the
multiple desperation and Captatidn of desire elaborated earlier,
is signifying a subject which is unnatural - inessential, not
existing in the o}_ily way there is to exist, not conceivable as

a coherent, consistent being at all. Thus, for the gay
individual, all her/his’ desiré (ultimately to be the essential
object of the mother's desire) impells a repud’iati,on of the
unpatural signification operating on he.r/his gayness, a drawing
of it into relation with what :is natural about the subject

signified by "I", an explanation of it.

X
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But it cannot be, as long as the subject is bound in such a
kind of ideological diséourse. For since .gayness is also
signified as natural, and therefore insusceptible of explanation,
it can never be drawn into explanatory relation with anything
else. An essence need not bear any relation, indeed capnot
bear any relation, to any other .eésericé. And we have no
criteria for 'décid'ing whether in any given case it does or does

not, so that it would be a meaningless proposition even to think.

This Wittgensteinian point 1s by no means an abstraction, but
rather strikes_ at the root of the matter. As Wittgehstein h:‘.m_self
_says, it is not "that human agreement decides what is true and

- what is false" - "it is what human beings s_aX that is txﬁe and
false; and they agree in the vian‘qgég‘e they use. That is not
agreement in opinions but in form of life" (1958, 88°%). - Or, to
make a more properly appropriate Lacanian point, it is crucial

to remember throughout the following chapters 'that‘ the subject

is cbnstitut’ed ih_.evefy way hamologous to a signifier. 'Arid if

the subject is not indeed itself precisely a signifier (an
important "if"v-v‘thle ambiguity is perhaps indispensably valuable
to the Lacanian ‘discourse/theory), it is so inextricably bound up
with the ways of operating and being operated upbn of the signifier,
that language anc'iAit's, operations are at the very heart of desire.
Thus -the above discussion, of explanation .as applied to hamo- |
sexuality, 1sfar from "merely" a conceptual point, for the opera-

tion of concepts is most firmly tied to the operation of desire.

As Lacan puts i_:t.; "The use of the Word requires vastiy more

ﬁgilmlce in the science of man than it does anywherei else, foif _.
it engages in it the Very being of its objecE“ (quoted in Wilden,
' 1968; p.iiiii)‘. ad if hamophobia’ can be'regardéd as a symptcm or
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collection of symptoms . (and even common speech can e s0
regarded, states Freud, 1907, p.85) and "if the symptan can
be read, it is because it is already itself lnscrlbed in a
process of writing. Insofar as a particular formation of the
unconscious, it is not a signification, but its relation to
a signifying structure which determines it. If I may be
permitted a play 6n. words, I would say that it is always a
question of the agreement. of the subject with théi ygr_p_e_“

(Laican; quoted in Wilde‘n,. 1968, p.ll6).

The imaginary ego of the gay person, then, and the desire that
so fully invests it, are trapped by the operation of ideology,

its fixing of particular significations, into negating their

. vexy raison d'etre in the process of, as always, affirming it.

It is in reacting to the possibility of this predicament, I

would suggest, that the homophobe too abominates homosexuals.

To sumarise, insofar as gayness is at all coherently signified,
it is signified as being naturally unnatural, that is, eternally
in need of explanation, a requirement which clearly cannot be -
met. The gay person, his/her desire colluding as it does with
the operations of ideological discourse, .is placed in an

untenable emotional contradiction.

-~ And others, rea.cting to gays, find and accept"c':ontrad.ictory, o
explanations: hamosexuality is a sidméés, but nohetheless morally
_ ’reprehénsiblez- it is genétic, but nonetheless licentious; it is
definable only in temms of sexual acts with other people of the

; samesex, but nonetheless indicates inadequacy of the person's
character traits in general; . harbsexuals. are degenerate; but

nonetheless no diffe;tent. -{Chesebro, 1980).
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Thls elaboration has applied to the first set of contradictions
arising from the signification of natwrality, that is, the
 signification of gayness as both natural and unnatural. The
~ second set of contradictions mentioned earlier consists in the
A siéidficatioﬁ of the subject as natural in two mutually
exclusive respects, that is, as an essence signified by "I"

and 'supported by 'th,e méCOnnalSSBIlce of the ﬁnaginaIy1 ego,

identified as it is with the "I" of speech, and as gay, which
happens to be a predicate of that "I".

As is clear fram the above discussions, the gay person is
 signified as natural by the signifier "I" in the same way that
all signifiers m the ideological discourses being considered
fix their signifieds as being natural, essential thincjs.—in—
themselves. Th_Ls means that the subject is signified as being
timeless, ahistorical, insusceptible of explanation. And she/he
is naturally gay, which is equally insusceptible of _explaha.tion.
But gayness is also placed in the unnatural camp, so that it and
that which is signified by "I" are mutually exclusive. The
subject is in this way placed in a éontradiction'fbvr which
resolution cannot even be begun ‘to be attempted. For two
essences, as argued above, can never be brought into explanatory

relation with each other.

This, viewed more emphatically from the psychoanalytic
perspective, means that the subject'-s desire is trapped with
equal pass1on :Ln two brutally contradlctory p051tJ.ons. Fox the
Jmaglnary ego, mlsrecogrused as an essential being w1th all the
pagsion of desire, is identified with the "I" which operates
‘in the icil‘eologica:l.,'disfc:ou.rSe-als.o to signify an essential being.

And the pred‘ifcates- of the ego, including gayness, are Sinﬁilarly
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invested by desire in a misrecognition of ,esseritiality or
naturality, as well as similarly operating as ideological
signifiers of essehtita;l'ity.;. Once the subject is committed to
being two irreconcilably different essences, it'.canhot. be such N
an object as the mother might recognise as the object of her
desire. The possibility of bemg recognised as ‘*éi;thér._ﬁof the
two cbjects the subject's desire comiits it to being, is =
contradicted by the mere existence of the other object which
the subject's desire commits it to being. So that the
linguistic point made in the preceding paragraph is also

" properly a psychoanalytic one.

A Rev1ew in terms of Diachrony and 'Sy_n.ch,r-ony

It was argued in section 3.5 that the contradictions iifplicit

in the denial of synchrony and diachrony in the operations both

of ideology and of desire lie at the centre of the gay predicameht.
It will be useful to recall that viewpoint at thls stage of the

discussion.

The signifiers of ideological discourse signify their signifieds
as essences, by fixing them and concealing their production by
the signifiers. That is, as argued in an earlier chaéter, the
construction of both signifiers and signifieds by difference
alone - in other words, synchrony - is denied. And the production
of synchronic networks in history - that is, diachrony - is
denied in the same Sighification of essentiality ér naturality. .
'.Ihis"applies , of _c'ours.,é., to all significations of the subject,

including "I" and, in the case under discussion, "gay".

The denial of synchrony becomes clear at the point where the -
“gayness of thé"subject is signified as .naturally'ﬁnnatural. And
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the denial of diachrony becames clear at the point where the
subject is sighified as natural - ahistorical - in two mutually
exclusive respects which cannot, becausé of their né.tiJrélity,
be drawn into any relation with each other. The Genial of
synchrony and that of diachrony are of course mutually
implicit. They are two approaches of analysis to the same

object, language, not two distinct properties of that chject.

Viewing this again fram the more emphatically psychoanalytic
pers:pective; the desire-impelled subject already denies synchrony
in the misrecognition of the ego as a positive essence, and not
as constituted only hy difference and by the identification of
the égo with the ideological signifier "I". And diaéhi:ony’, the

historicity of the ego, is denied in the same operation of desire.

And, again, the subject's desire is caught up in-language 'wii:h a
multiple desperation and captation (argued at the end of Chapter
Three, and briefly re—defined above, section 5.2), precisely in

order to assert that same essentiality of the subject, that same
denial of. synchrony and diachrony, that constitutes the

méconnaissance of the imaginary ego. The desire'-inipelied‘s'ubject

must, therefdre;' resist unveiling that double denial perpetfated
by ideological discourse, as its own ego would be called |
raidjlcally into question, and with it the very feasibility of its
desire. '

Thus the subject, constituted in synchrony and diachrony like the
discourse i'nf.whic:h‘that constitution occurred, colludes with
ideology in the double denial implicit in the representation of

 their own ahistoricity and essentiality.

In this double denial; crucial and even definitive in the operations
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of desire and ideology, each of these last lays the seeds
of its own undermining in the mament of its birth. The subject,
in the momentum of its very attempt to establish its coherence,
fragments itself further. The repression of diachrony and
synchrony is followed in the econdmy of structures by the '
return of the repressed in a ccampromise of oppositional terms,
at the point where the psychological and ideological lose
distinction. lo The progeny of the lack in which desire is
constituted are, it seems, inevitably echoes of the fragmented

body.

Some Suggested Elaborations of Naturality/Unnaturality

The preceding analysis has been undertaken in terms of naturality
and unnaturality as linked simply to heterosexuality and homo-

sexuality respectively. The link between the two pairs of terms

is, however, more complex than this. One crucial example is

that heterosexuality is linked to a certain set of configurations

of gender/sex categories. These may be seen to be biological

. sex, gender identity, gender role, and sexual behaviour and

orientation (De Cecco, 1981; Marshall, 1981, pp.134ff., slightly
modified; Shively & De Cecco, 1977). "Now it is quite clear
that even in the present déy these components are often assumed
to bé logically linked.. .I£ is this pattern of expectations
which produces a particular deflnltlon of the nom" (Marshall
1981, p.134).

- 10. "We shall not’ be wrdng ’ pethaps, in sayihg that - the weak point

in the ego's organization seems to lie in its attitude to the
- sexual function, as though the biological antithesis between
. self-preservation and the preservatlon of the species had
. found a psychologlcal expressmn at that point" (Freud, 1940,
p.186). _
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This is clear in the case of hiological sex and gender role,
where certain behaviours are usually expected of men, by
themselves and others, and equally certain limited and different
' belxaviOurs are expected of women (COhen, 1973; Frieze & 'RamSay,
1976; Laxson, 198l; Miller, 1973; Pleck, 1976; ~ Rebecca,
Hefner & Oleshansky, 1976; ' Shively, Rudolph & De Cecco, 197.5;_
Stoller, 1973). This difference in masculine and feminine
behaviours is part of what is generally taken as natural in
"heterosamals:f,Rebecca, Hefner, and‘ Oleshansky (1976) make a
representa,ti'\-le statement: "a ‘gg- larized oppositional view of sex
roles...characterizes many individuals and institutions today,
and is regarded as the end point in much scientific work on

sex roles" (p. 197).

Froaﬁ a purely psychoanalytic viewpoint, these distinctions are
not natural, but are constructed in the individual's course of
develogment, as is everything else human about her/him. Apart
from which, the ,e\fidehce is overwhelming that gender reles and
gender identity are not linked to biological sex naturally.

In addition, mascul:.nlty and femininity appear not to be opposed
dimensions: one can be both and simultaneously highly feminine
and highly masculiﬁe, or vice-versa (Freund, Nagler & Langevin;
Larson, 1981; Oldham, Farnill & Ball, 1982; Shively & De Cecco,
1977; Shively, Rudolph & De Cecco, 1978; Storms, 1980; Zajai

& Steiner, 1974).

Homosexuality, of course, eontradicts the assumption that these
gender/sex categories are naturally all linked in the stereo-
‘typical cbhfigﬁratibns,; by coni:radicting the gender role that -
"naturally goes with" the hamosexual ‘s biological sex. And days

do this in a most fundamental way - by sexually desiring the
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category of person "paturally" desired only by one of the
opposite bibiogical‘ sex to themselves. Thus part of hamophobia
is evoked by that specific aspect of homosexuality, the |
unconventionality of gender roles and behaviour (Laner & Lanet,
1980; ILarson, 1981; Millham & Weinberger, 1977; Weinberger
& Millham, 1979). |
It should be added that homosexuality is abhorred for broader

reasons than this alone; the homosexual orientation evokes

negative reactions distinct frem reactions to gender

unconventionality (Goodyear, Abadie & Barquest, 1981; Laner

& Laner, 1979, 1980; McDonald, 1982; Stomms, 1978;

Weinberger & Millham, 1979).

‘Thus the above analysis of the gay predicament could be

considerably extended by analysing the detailed ways in which

hdrbseXuaiity'/}iéterosé&uality are linked to unnaturality/naturality.

. Presumably there are many more dimensions to be considered than

the gender/sex categories. ‘Purther research will need to be
undertaken to specify them and think through their implications.
The préseht conceptualisation of the operation of the natufal/
unnatural opposition will still apply as a broader context within
wh:Lch to situate such analyses. They may therefore be integrated

into. the understanding developed in this thesis.

SwtEry

 The above argument may be sumarised in the abstract as follows.

| That which is fundamental to the operation of ideology, that is

the positing of essence or nature, is also fundamental to the
operation of desire. The operation of ideology and that of .

desire occur and are knotted in the same discourses. Fundamental
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contradictions in ideology are therefore also fundamental
contradictions in desire. The day predicament is the consequence
of such a fundamental contradiction. The effects on gayé of
this contradiction can be further articulated 'by'anélysing

the continuity between the ':Ope.rai:ion. of desire and that of

ideology.

It may be added, by way of conclusion, that this continuity of
the two operations ultimately comes down to Freud"fs formulation:
"For. society must take as one of its most important educative -
tasks to tame and restrict the sexual instinct when it breaks
out as an urge to reproduction, and to subject it to an
individual will which is identical with the bidding of society"

(1916-1917, p.311).
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THE CHANGE FROM ABHORRENCE TO ACCEPTANCE

The gay subject who is not self—acceptihg with respect

to her/his being gay, it was concluded in the last
chapter, suffers by virtue of océupying irreconcilably
contradiétory pbsitions in ideological discourse. The"
ways in which these cohtradictory positioné articulate
with one another may be specified with precision, as was
done .in that chapter. It is indisputable that.somé or
many gays and some or many of those in cohtact with ?hem.
.reaéh and maintain a state in which they no longer
experience an abhorrence of homosexuality in any degreé.
comparable to. their former ekperience of abhorrence.
Clearly, the process of changing from the'homophdbia
explained by the . articulation of irreconcilably
cohtfadictory positions, to the acceptance of homosexuality,
must involve a change to occupying relatively non-
contradictory positions in ideological discourse. This
can only be achieved by altering the discourse in some

way,'since the méconnaissance of the ego is inescapable

for the human subject.

This chapter attempts to elaborate in what.ways the
ideological discourse. inhabited by gays and those in
contact‘with them must be changed as the subjects in
question come to occupy non-contradictory discursive
positions, and how the commitments of their désire relate
to these changes. 1In order to do this it willbbe useful
to establish the relevant limits within which it is
possible for‘change to occur, both for desire and for
ideological discourse, and the first sections will be

devoted to this consideration.
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The Limits of Change with Respect to Desire

This section will argue that the subject's desire

cannot abandon the méconnaissance that is the ego,

and hence cannot abandon the consequent méconnaissance

of naturality. This will be argued on the grounds

that: human beings are inconceivable without the ego;

there is in any event a very strong motivation to cling
to the misrecognition of the subject's being that the
ego is; and abandoning that misrecognition would not

resolve the gay predicament anyway.

It is not possible to COnsider a human being without an
imaginary ego, with all the characteristics of méconnai-
ssance aﬁd the imaginary mode of relating attributed to
the ego by Lacan. The.imaginary ego is an eésentiél'
prerequisite for human existence, since it is the basis
for all the identifications which make possible the
complete'ehtry into language, via the subject's use of
""" to designa#e itself. The "assumption of his specular
image by the child...would seem to eghibit in an
exemplary situation the symbolic matrix in which the ;’
is precipitated in a primordial form...This form...will
also be the soufce of secondary idehtificafions, under
which term I would place the functioné'of libidinal
normalization" (Lacan, 1977a, p.2).' The later
identifications (for instance with the father‘or mother)
cannot take place without the prior existence of this
eéo derivihg from identification with the mirror image,
becauSe, as Lacan points out,ithe subject cannot éven
cbhcéivé of therfatherbas-a rival for the mother,-as

someone who may conceivably be identified with as a
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route to the mother, unless the subject has first

been in a position. in which rivalry is meaningful.

This position occurs wheh the subject,identifiés with
the unitary mirror image, opposed as it is to the |
infant's own bodily discord. The infant thﬁs becomes

a rival to itself, and is then in a position to know a
‘rival in another andﬁidentify with that rival as a
means ts obtaining their mutual object: "it.is sléar“
that the structural effect of idehtification Qitﬁ the -
rival is not self-evident, exceét at the level of fable,
and can only‘be conceived of if the way is prepared'for
it by a primary identification that structufes the
subject as a rival with himself".(ibid., p.22). In

addition,

as one recognizes oneself in an external
mirrored image, this mirror—self-is also
an object in space. The spécular‘capture
of oneself in the-mirro: phase also
institutes object relationships,. not iﬁv-
' the sense of object libido, but in the
.sense that to have a narcissistically |
cathected self-object one must pos1t not
only recognltlon of self but also rec0gn1tlsn
of object. And-th%s object, this 1mag1nary
object, as Lacan would call it, is ths sgov

- (Evans, 1979, p.395).

In short, then, human beings are 1nconce1vab1e w1thout

the 1maglnary.ego. it cannot be done away w1th - "We

call ego...this "I" who...opposes its irreducible




=179~

inertia of pretences and méconnaissances to the

concrete problematic of the realization of the subject"

(Lacan, 1977a, p.l5, emphasis added).

Furthermore, the subject has very powerful mot;vatidhs

for clinging to the méconnaissance of itself as thg
coherent, consistent ego (Chapter Three, section 3.1).
For "he sees his own image in the mirror at a’time.when
he .is capabie of perceiving the image as a tqfality but
.when he does not feel himself as such but as living -
rather in that primal incoherence of all his motor éhd';
affective functions which lasts for the first six months
after birth" (Lacan, 1979, p.423). Andvthese'motiVations,
including that of desiring to be the‘object of thé
mother's desire, are repressed deeply into tﬂe unconscious,
again as described earlier, so that they cannot be
recovered to the extent thaﬁ thetmisrecognitiOn could be

effectively reversed.

"We...learn that what repression strikes is
precisely these vhantasies, which consfitute
the specific sources of ouf"pleasure;

' Finally we learn that the reality principle
is powerlessfhefe,,that no reality test |
will correct these phantasies,:which,thus
enjoy én undiSputéd sway. over our.existepce
and over éur.pércéptién, since repressibﬁ
strikes them even before we.have had‘time

to recognise them" (Safouan, 1981, p.77).

The subject's desire, therefore, cannot‘relinquiSh

the méconnaissance that is the ego, and, as.. argﬁed above,
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ifhit did it could no longer be said to be a subject:”
of human existence. The pertinent consequence of |
this is»that human individuals cennot reiinquish
the misrecognition of themselves as natural,'as_sﬁch
.an object as'might be recognised by the mother as the
'object of her desire, with all the qualities,of-h

naturality discussed earlier.

Indeed, the essence of the gay predlcament is that the
1maglnary possibility of achieving the sub]ect s de51re
to be natural is contradicted in ways that trap the sub-
ject in the contradiction. Thus the abandonﬁent.of the
- desire to be hatural, apart from being imposéihle,f'
would still contradict the possibility of_achieVihg that
desire andvso.would:involvevterrors at least as greet as
those of the gay predicament itself. The path'to.self—
acceotance, or to acceptance of gav others, could not,v
therefore, involve the abandonment of the de51re for

naturality, even if this were possible. -

If the gay individual is to resolve the oontradictiohs

in Wthh she/he is placed by the 51gn1f1catlon of |
naturallty, then, she/he must Stlll occupy p051tlons 1n
:disgourse ln.whxch,hls/her.de51re.for naturality can

'still operate.

. Thus, es.the desire. to.be netural‘cannot be abandoned,
the other factor.. understood here to explain the gay
predlcament must be. con51dered- that’ 1s, 1deolog1cal
discourse. It appears that what must change is the
commitment of desire to the specific,disoourses'which

signify homosexuality as unnatural. That is; a
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'Clearly, subcultures are not priviieged forme;
they do not stand outside the reflexive
circuitryvof‘production and reproduction

- which links together, at least on a symbolic
level, the separate and fragmented pieces of
the social totality...They also articulate,
to a greater or lesser extent, some of the
preferred meanings and interpretations,’those
_favoured by and transmitted through the »
authorized channels of mass communication

(Hebdige,. 1979, pp.85-86).

Indeed, it is possible that in order for the dominant -
ideology's signification of naturality to be:abolishedv
even in sub-ideologies within the same soc1al formation
as the dominant ideology, all levels of the soc1a1 ’
formation 'would have to be revolutionised The issues-
involved here are too complex to be dealt with in less
than.another_the51s.i It will therefore be taken as
beyond the parameters of this thesis to argue the case -

in which the signification of naturality is altogether

abolished.

An additional consideration is that the misrecognised
naturality;of the ego willimilitate against the total .
abolition of the natural signification,'as‘will be

briefly elaborated in the next section.

It is, indeed, sufficient that. this analysis will
applyiatvleaSt to those people who'have'reachedj
acceptancefof homosexuality while remaining within

the province of influence of the dominant ideology such
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that naturality is still an ideological siénification

operating on them.

If different ideological discourses are to be

. constructed, then, it will be taken that the significa-
tion ofAnaturalitf will persist within them. The |
achievement of acceptance of homosexuality must ﬁever—
theless inQolve the subject's escape from ﬁhe_océuéation
" of bositions in discourse made irreconcilable by.the'
signification»of naturality and its inevifable binaff
opposite, unnaturality. Thus these significations, if
they cannot be abolished, must be differently_ofganiéed
in their operaﬁion.upon the subject. vThe natufe.bf this
reorganisation or rearticulation of the signifying bf_

naturality will be the major concern of this chapter.

It is clear from the chapter on.idedlogy thathtransfor-
mations of discourse are possible in a number of ways.
The existence of these possibilities of trénsfofmatibn
will be taken for granted throughout the following

- discussion. A conception of such change which is
particularly appropriate in view of the above argument

may be recurred to here:

Together, object and meaning constitute a
éign; and, within‘any one culture, such
signs are assembled, repeatedly, into
characteristic.forms of discourse. .waever,
when the bricoleur re-locates the signifi-
cant object in a different position within
that discourse, using the same overall

repertoire of signs, or when that object .
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' is placed within a different total ensemble,
a new discourse is constituted, a different
message conveyed (Clarke, quoted in

Hebdige, op. cit., p.l04).

In Lacan's words, "the slightest alteration in the .

relation between man and the signifier...changes

~the whole course of history by modifying the moorings

that anchor his being" (1977a, p.174).

The First Péssible.Chahge : The Inversion of Ideoidgy
Two broad rearticulations of ideology are sﬁggested by
the account of the gay predicament developed in the
last chapter. The first involves an inversion of the

dominant’ideology,_so that what was signified as

unnatural comes to be signified as natural. The second

involves what will be called a particularisation of
naturality, such that the individual is aignified"as
natural without requiriné the other members of thé
group or society to be signified as natdral in the same

respects. This section Will descibe the first of these

rearticulations in outline, as well as the prdcess of

réaching it, and its consequences with respect to the

commitments of desire to discourse that the gay

' predicament involves. Further implications and details

of this rearticulation will be elaborated in section
6.5. The second rearticulation of ideological discourse
will be described in section 6.4 and elaborated in

sectioh 6.6

The first rearticulation or transformation involves an
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inversion of the dominant ideology, so_thatvwhat was
signified as unnatural. comes to be signified -as ﬁatural,
in the létter case. as emphétically as in the former.
This is achieved by reversing the invisibility of
homosexuality and the implications of that invisibility.
It is a reversal, that is, of what Foucault calls "a
sentence to disappear,...an injunction to silence, an
affirmation of nonexistence, and, by implication,:an
vadmission that there was nothing fo say.about such
things, nothing to see, and nothing to know" (197é,ip.4);
As Hoffman puts it, with respect of homophobia, "Socieiy
deals with homosexuality as if it did not exist...We just
didn't speak about these things; they were literally
.unspeakable and‘so loathsome that nothing could Be_said

in polite society about them" (quoted in Dark, 1971, p.183).

" The simple act of meeting in groups of gays or having
_sustained.contact with gays is sufficient to setftﬁis
reversal and the movement towards accepﬁance in motion
(Dark, 1971; Plummer, 1975, p.148; Troiden, 1979; ~
Weihberg, 1978). For "the first object of desire is to
be recognized by the other" (Lacan, 1977a, p.58). Oncé
the subject can be recégnized as desirable by others,_the
possibility,df being such an object as the mother might_
recognise as the object'bf her desire isiat least to
some extent restored. »This desire for the mother's
desire, it may usefully be recalled,‘ié alsofthe desire
for fecognition by_thé 6ther (Chapter Threé). 'I‘.he-'j
subject has been given by the}recognition‘of others

whét she/he has been deprived of by the signification of

unnaturality. ‘The fact of being signified as unnatural _
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ty the dominant ideology is no longer an exclusive
fact. The subject has recourse to an alternative |
signification, given fundamental efficacy with respect
to her/his desire by its embodiment in others, or,
more accurately, in the Other (with, perhaps, a smaller
O than the Other in which is located the dominant

ideology) .

It is the learning of various ideas from
other homosexuals that allows the subject

to in effect say, "I am homosexual, but not
deviant", or, "I am homosexual, but not |
mentally ill". The cognitive category of

homosexual now becomes socially acceptable,

and the subject cen place himself in that.
category and yet preserve a sense of his
self-esteem or self-worth (Dark, 1971)
pp.190-191.

This is supported by Troiden (1979).

Whether thesevaffirming groups need number more than
two (as in enalyst and patient, for»examplej, or
whether they need be in the flesh, as opposed to
psychological or symbolic groups, are fascinating

questions which must be pursued elsewhere.

To av01d compllcatlng the present train of thoughts
with concrete examples, the specific ways in which
gays and those in contact with them promote and maintain
this.inversion of ideologY'wiil be discussea in eection

6.5.
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The degree of change in the subject from abhorrence
to acceptance will, therefore, be a function of the
degree to which she/he invests his/her desire in the
inverted ideological discourse, and to Which she/he
relinquiéhes his/her investment of desire in the

dominant ideological discourse.

This relative change in investments of desire will in
turn be a function of a great number of factors

specific to various contexts and to the individuéls
themselves, such as investments in ethical discourses

or familial loyalties. These factors must inevitably
partake of investments of desire dependent on individual
psychodynamics. Their elaboration is therefore a matter
for psychoanalytic‘research in specific instances, and
falls beyond the parameters of thié geheral deécription,
which is in any event concerned with the nature or
mechanism of the transformation from abhorrence\tb

" acceptance rather than with its causes.

This change can be put in terms of the model of the gay
predicément developed in the preceding chapter. Two
fﬁndamental contradictions were articulated there as.
explaining the gay predicament (sections 5.5 and 5.7).

The first of these fundamental contradictions is the
signification of the subject as both natural and unnatural
in respect to the same. attribute, that is, being gay.

Once that attribute is no longer signified as unnatural,
or once the signification of that attribute has

lessened force by virtue of the provision of an alter-

native and efficacious signification of it as natural.
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The contradiction of being signified as natﬁrally
unnatural is therefore automatically vitiated. The
possibility of achieving the object of the subject's desire,
recognition by the mother, or the Other, is therefore
no longer contradicted by the attribution of homosexuality
to the subject. The lessening of the contradictidn of
this possibility of achieving the object of his/her
desire lessens .the need to repudiate that contradiction/
denial. And, of course, the less gayness ié'eXperienced
as unnatural, the less the need is to try to make it
natﬁral by such devices as explanation or "écéouhts"
(Cass, 1979; Plummer, 1975, p».168). And, equally, its
 simultaneous signification as natural becomes less and’
less relevant as a preventative of explanation. The
original signification of gayness as (equivocally)
natural, that is, becomes a support for the new

signification of it as unequivocally natural.

The second fundamental contradiction articulaﬁed in thé
chapter on the gay predicament is that of being

signified as natural in two mutually exclusive respects,
that is, with respect to being gay, and with respect to
.being the subject apparently signified by the "I" of

the énonce. These were argued.td be mutually exclusive
because, while the I is éignified simply as natural, the
gayness is signified as both natural.égg ﬁnnaéural.

The equivoéally natural gayness is thereforejirreconcilably
opposed to the unequivééally natural I, because of the
former‘s.simultaneous.unnaturality. It may be noted that,
while the first coﬁtradiction explaining the gav predica-

ment, discussed in the last paragraph, is ah oppositionl
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between two significations of the same type ("nafural"
and "natural"). This should help to clarify’ that the
second contradiction is not merel? the first one rephrased,
but a distinct and vital part of the explanation of the

gay predicament.

As the subject's desire becomes invested in the

inverted ideology, the signification of unnaturality

with respect to being gay becomes less effective. in
consequence, the signification of gayness beéomes |
increasingly.unequivocally ﬁatural. The mutual exclusivity
of being gay and being the subject designated by the "I"

of spoken discourse is therefore progressively underﬁined.
This occurs because that mutual exclusivity, it will.be
recalled, is based on the signification éf gayness as
unnatural as well as natural, so that it is opposed to

the unequivocally natural signification conferred by "I".

Consequently ﬁhe sﬁbject's_desire becomes less and less
committed to being two mutually edclusive essential .
objects. It will be recalled from Chapter Five (section
5.7) that it is the exclusivity of these simultaneous
commitments of desire which contradicts that possibility
of recognition as the object of the mother'srdesiré.

‘Thus the,reduction of that exclusivity restdfes,the
possibiiity of that imaginary aChiéVemeht,_and removes

or lessens the need. to repudiate the formerly_unnaturally

natural homosexuality. Thus,

A person's identification of
himself as homosexual is often.accompanied

by a sense of relief, of freedom from
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tansion.

"Coming out, in essence, often signifies to the subject
the end of a search for his identity" (Dark,.197l,
pp.189-190). But "prebably most persons who eventually
identify themselves as homosexuals require a change in
the (negative) meaning of the cognitive category

homosexual before they can place themselves in the

categofy“ (ibid., p;189, insertion added). Both Dank
(ibid.) and Troiden (1979) find that this change to a
positive meaning of the homosexual category occure,

when it does, upon exposure to gay groups and subculture.

The signification of naturality is, however, maintained
in the inverted ideolegy, even though it isvdisplaced.
This means that the signification of unnaturalify is
still’possible and, indeed, inevitable. There will .
still be, therefore; situations in which the goal'bf
the subject's desire can be powerfully threatened by
the signification of uﬂnaturality. Such situations.
. include contexts,in;which the inverted ideology is not
in force, for example in many work situatioﬁs'or in the
presence of large groups. of potehtially homoohobic
‘people (Albro and»Tully, 1979).-1The unnaturality
.signification may be displaced on to other stigmatised
groups, such as paedophiles, transVestites,band ofher
social deviants (Altman, 1971; Corbett, Troiden &
Dodder, 1977; King, 1981). The feelings énalysed here
as proper to homdphobia will then be felt in relation

to members of these other groups.
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The Second Possible Change : The Particularisation of
Naturality

There is another broad rearticulation of the dominant
ideology suggested by the account of the gay predicament
developed in the last chapter. This transformation will-

be discussed in this section, as well as the process of

reaching it, and its consequences for the investments of .

desire in discourse that the gay predicament involves.

Where the process of inverting the dominant ideology's
signification of unnaturality involved a particular and -
redemptive application of the natural signification to |
what was elsewhere signified as unnatural as well as
natural - that is, homosexuality - a further paiticular—
isation‘of the natural signification is conceivable.

This involves the signification of the individual subiject

as natural, without requiring the other members of the

~group or society to be signified as natural in the same

respects. Thus unnaturélity can only be predicated of
the individual's contradiction of that which is signified

as natural in him/her alone.

Thus.Troiden (l979)vfinds that. "the effects of time and
experience in the gay world provided an opportunity to
become distanced from the homosexual role. Such distance
might account for the lack of overriding feelings of
distinctness.(from'heferosexuals in génerél)ﬁ (p.372,
insertion addedi. This finding of a'dis-identification

with the homosexual category is supported by Weinberg

" (1970) and Dank (1971). As one of Dank's subjects said.

of homosexuality, "I feel its normal. What's normal for
one person is not always normal for another" (Dank, 1971,

p.190).
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In the transformation of ideology by inversion,
discussed in the last section, gayness in particular
is signifiea as natural and so is rendered definitive
of the subject, just as it was before the ideological
inversion (Cass, 1979; De Cacco, 1981;  Weinberg,‘l978).
This follows from the salience given to gayﬁess as a
characteristic by the emphatic attention it is given
(Fein & Nuehring, 1981). 1In this second type of
transformation, in contrast, the individual qua individual
is signified as natural, so that her/his gayness becomes
simply one of many attributes (Cass, 1979; Coleman, 1981;
Dank, 1971; Troiden, 1979). In termé of the second .
contradiction fundamental to the gay predicément, that
of being signified as natural both with respect to being
gay and to being fhe subject designated by "I",.(re—explained
in the last section), the inversion of ideology emphasises
the naturality of gayness, while the particularisation of
naturality emphasises that the subject'designatea by_"I"

is natural.

It is noteworthy that the signification of the

individual as natural in the particularised ideology

is'precisely suited to the desire-impelledrméconnaissance
.of the ego as a consistent essence. This clearly
abolishes the contradictions in Which desire is trapped
in the domihant ideology,'and it clearly restores the
imaginary possibility of achieving'the fundamental desire
for the mbther's deéire to the fullest extent. TheAgay

predicament is thus escaped.
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.There is a further implication of this, however.
If this significatioﬁ, how highly particularised,
were removed altogether, one of the supports of the

méconnaissance of the imaginary ego would be lost.

A resistance beyond that of ideology would therefore
come into play against the total abolition of the
natural signification. At this point; then, the
resistance. of the subject's desire, to the abolition
.of»the natural signification coincides with the

resistance of ideology to that abolition.

In the particularised ideology, the subﬁect would

react to another individual with the abhorrence or
repudiation aroused by the unnatural only when the

other's behaviour contradicts what is signified as

natural in that particular other person. It would be
possible forvsuCh feelings to occur, in such a subject,
'becaﬁse contradictions to the naturality signified
idiosyncratically of_him/herself would signify.ﬁnnaturality.
The subject's own naturality could therefore be'challenged
| by thé particular, idiosyncratic unnaturality of the other.
This would occur by virtue of the vicarious and
.identificatory challenge to a subject's coherencenor
nafﬁrality,presented by the unnatural other and diséussed
in the last chapter; Thus some knowledge of the other
would be necessary before she/he coﬁld be perceived aé
unnatural in this idiosyncratic sense, since it'isr
neéessary to know whéf is natural for the other in order
to know what contradicts it and by that contradiction is
unnatural. To the degree that the subject inhabifs a

discourse in which this particularised signification of
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naturality operates efficaciously, no other abhorrence

of self or other based on unnaturality should be possible.

This signification of naturality and unnatﬁrality may be
conceived in the forms already considered: visibility

and invisibility. For example, if a person with a social
manner involving consistent self-control and iﬁvariable
consideration for the feelings and limitations of others,
begins repeatedly to go through periods of spontaneous,
uncontrollable laughter or savage anger in social settings
of the character of those she/he has always varticipated

in, his/her behaviour and feelings may well appear unnafural
in the present sense to others and him/herself. She/he |
will then arouse feelings of abhorrence or of lesser
degrees of discomfort, feelings susceptible to the

analysis of the gay predicament developed in this thesis.

The first ideological transformation described abpve, the
inversion of unnaturality, is no doubt usually an
essential precondition for the particularising trans-
formation to occur. For a signification can only be
efficacious at the level of desire if it is embodied

in the Other. If the subject is to escape the traps of
the dominant ideology in the first place, therefore;
identification with a group whose ideology -emphatically
signifiesbhomosexuality as naturaliié essential (Cass,
1979; Coleman, 1980; Dank, 1971). Only once that
escape from the gay predicament has properiy begun to
occur is it possible for the further particularisation
of naturality to be entered into. 1In cases where the

initial entrapment is less effective for thersubject,
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for whatever.reason, it is conceivable thaththe
inversion of ideology can be bypassed. 'ThUS; for
example, the particularisation of naturality may conceivably
be achieved by the operation on the subject of the Other
in which are located groups which have already entered

into such particularisation, or by some other process.

The mechanisms by which the sﬁbject enters into the
particuiarisétion of ideology are at leastvtwofold. The
subject.may, as suggested above, find groups in which
such an ideology is already in operatidn. Or the subject
may be sufficiently committed through the investments of
desire both to an inverted ideology and to the dominaﬁt
ideology, to be able to construct a discourse from the
collision of the two. . For the subject's desire will .
still be in contradiction as long as the doﬁinant
ideblogy has effect. And the fact that the signification
of haturality in the dominant ideology is respoﬂsiﬁle
for that contradiction can become evident to the Subject
once there is an alternative ideology, the invetted one,
1harboﬁring her/his desire and so making it possible to

- experience the effects of the dominant ideOlogy‘ih
relative térms, as onevof altefnatiﬁe wéys'éf signifying
the-wéfld. —-In tﬁrn, the maintenance of the naﬁufal
signification in the alternative, inverted idéolqu,
differently placed as it is, can become evident to the
subjéct,:since it has»been picked up in'thé_dominanﬁ'.
ideology.as a salienf feature. The possibility Qf
tfansformingfthe invérted ideology . in its turn thus
becomes evident. And it has become evident-because. of

the interplay of the two discourses. As Therborn puts
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it, "the irreducible multidimensionality of ideologies
means that a crucial aspvect of ideologica} struggles
and of ideologicaljrelations df force is the articulation

of a given type of ideology with others" (1980, p.27).

This process may be more accurately, if less accessibly,
phrased, for the transformation is not a matter of a
conscious "becoming evident". Motivation comes from
desire, not from conscious perceptions of possibilities.
In Lacan's words, "the motives of the unconscious are
limited - a point on which Freud was quite clear from
the outset and never altered his view - to sexual desire”
(1977a, p.l42). The motivation here is given by the fact
that the subject's desire is still in contradiction
because of the way naturality is still signified in the
inverted ideology. The possibiiity of further change is
given by the fact that the subject's desire is now
invested in two networks of signifierSIWhich may bé
brought into different relations with each other: "Wha£
one can do is to pin a signifier to a signifier and sée
what happens. But in that case, something new always
results...namely, the appearance of a new meaning..."

(Lacan, quoted in Laplanche and Leclaire, 1972, p.155).

Such a construction of new relations 1is precisely what
characterises the operation of desire in the symbolic
register: that is, the processes of condensation and
displacement, or metaphoric and metonvmic linkages of
signifiers. "The...structural laws of condensation and
displacement...are the laws of the unconscious. These laws
are the same as those which create meaning in language"

(Lacan, quoted in Lemaire, 1977, p.192). And,
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the mechanisms described by Freud as those
of "the pfimary process", in which the
unconscious assumes its rule, correspond
exactly to the functions that this school
believes determines (sic) the most radical
aspects of the effects of language, namely
metaphor and metonymy - in other words,
-the signifier's effects of substitution
and combination‘on the respectively
synchronic and diachronic dimensions in
which they'appear in discourse (Lacan,

1977a, p.298, insertion added).

It may be mentioned also that it is not the subject or
subjects who rearticulaté thevideological discourse.
It-is the.operation of the subjects' desire, and the
operatién of ideological discourse in structuring that
desire, that bring about a rearticulation Qf ideéldgical
discourse.. Lacan points out the importance of desife in
shaping human_life,.despite the sﬁbject'svsubordihation

‘to the symbolic:

Servitude and grandeur in whiqh thé living
.would be annihilated, if desire did hot
preserve its part.in the'intefferenées and
pulsations which the byclesvof ﬁanguége ¢éuse'
to converge on him, when the confusionvof»
fongues takes.a'hand and when therrderé
interfere with each other... (1968, p.42). )
Lacqn,gualifies this again, by saying that.“this deéiré
itself, to. be satisfied in man, requires that it be,recbg—

nized, by the accord of the Word or by the strugglé for.
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prestige, in the symbol or in the Imaginary" (ibid.).

But he affirms nonetheless that

we analysts have to deal with slavesvwhq

think they are masters, and who find inv

a Language whose mission is universal,

“the support of their servitude along with

the bonds of its ambiguity. So much so

that, as I might humorously put it, our

goal is to reinstate in them the sovereign

liberty displayed by Humpty Dumpty when he

reminds Alice that after all he is the

master of the signifier, even if he isn't

the master of the signified in which his

being took on its form (ibid., ».57). ’
Finally, he formulates the relation between individual

desire and universal language/symbolic register in

terms of langue and parole:

"We therefore invariably rediscover our
double reference to the Word (parole or

" speech) and to Language. In order to
liberate the subject's Word (or Darolé),
‘we introduée him into the Language of his

" desire, that is, into the primary language

in which, beyond what he tells of himself,
he is already talking to us unbeknownst to

him...(ibid., insertions added).

This conceptualisation in terms of langue and parole
which Lacan provides will be considered in its own right

in a later section.
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These two models of broad rearticulations of the
dominant ideology, discussed in this section and
the last one, are two points of logical conciuSion
of an escape from the contradictory positions conétituting
the gay predicament.. There is of course a'continuum of
positions the subject may occupy in the process of

reaching these moments of conclusion.

That they are légical positions has had a.relevant and
an irrelevant significance. It is relevant in that they
are logically end-points because they involve én éscape
from contradictory positions of the subject of desire;
These end-points involve less contradiction in the
investments of desire in discourse than are involved

in in-between positions in discourse. Before the
position.described by the efficacious ideological .
inversion has been reached, the subject hASfby définition
- no effective alternatives to the predicament inhefént
for her/him in the dominant ideology. And once thé
ideological inversion is_béing ébandoned by desire in
favour of an. ideological discourse constructed by the
interplay of the dominant and inverted discourses,.there
is no consistent discourse in terms of the naturél
sighificatioh for the subject uﬁtil the particulérised
discourSe‘is‘effectively inveéted.by his/her desire.

The absence of aiconsistent_ideologicai:discourseiméans
the instability of a signification of the‘éubjectnés
natural,.with an immédiaté threat to the desire fér-the
mother's desire or the Other's recognition,.-So the

fact that the ena—points given by the two models are
‘logically derived is_reievant because the-logié féfers

to the way that desire in fact operates.
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That they are logical is irrelévanf in that barticular
contexts and intervening factors may make the specific
contradictions of positions of desire dealt with here
of secondary significance. For example, fear of

alienating the mother in person may militate against

‘inversion of the dominant ideology. These models of

ideological transformation would then no longer be
based logically upon desire, and would no longer involve
the most satisfactory or even possible positions for

desire.

We have reached here another of the limits of this
thesis. The present analysis deals with aspects of
hombphobia. Clearly, however, homophobia is not the

only motivating factor in an individual's life. The

intervention of other factors therefore makes it impossible

to predict his/her. behaviour on the basis of an under-
standing of homophobia alone. But this account isvnone-
theless valid as what is intended to be: an attempt at

an analysis of the homophobic aspect of the individual's

.feelings and actions, and of the mechanisms:by which

that aspect of him/her operates.

In the next two sections some of the details of the
present analysis of ideological transformations will

be elaborated.

The Inversion of Ideology in Practice

The simple inversion of the signification of homo-
sexuality as unnatural assumes the acceptance of the

homosexual category as.valid. For, in the dominant
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ideélogy the binary opposition natural/unnaturai
is tied to the pair heterosexual/homosexual. The
effecting of an inversion of the "unnatural" term
in that opposition concentrates. specifically on the
part of the world linked to that term - that is, to
categories such as that of those individuals of whom
homosexuality may be predicated. Being gay:is there-
fore assumed to be a fundamentally salient character-

istic of the people to whom the category applies.

Thus the hompsexual person is an essential being who
is the same in essence as other homosexual people
(Fein & Nuehring, 1981; Hart, 1982; Weinberg, 1978).
It is not seen as simply a matter of one set of
behaviours or feelings being given salience from a _
particular viewpoint, so that a different categorisation
of types of people could negate the vdlidity and
significance of the distinction betweén heterosexual
and homosexual. The definition of the subject by
difference in discourse is deniéd} as it is whereve:
naturality is signified. The homosexual individual is
éeen as different f;om people with other se#ual
preferenées, not.by virtue of that sexual p:eferehce
aléne, but in essence. The fuﬁdamental traits which
characterise his/her constitution as a human being are
similar to the fundamental traits charaCterising the
constitution or make-up of other homosexuals, at leasf
those of the same sex, and different from those

characterising heterosexuals (Hart, 1982; Weinberg, 1978).

This in turn assumes in the first place that there are
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consistently characterising fundamental traits at
all in human beings, and that'there can be a general
consistent similarity of fundamental traits amongsf
large groups of people, in particular heterosexuals
on the one hand and homosexuals on the other. This
again involves a denial of the synchronic and diachronic

constitution of the subject.
As Altman put this whole éonsideration,

Our homosexuality is a crucial part.of our
identity, not because of anything intrinsic
about it but because social oppression has
made it so. On one level to love soméone
of the same sex is remarkablevinconse-.
quential - after all, but for some
anatomical differences, love for a man or
woman is hardly another order of things -
yét society has made of it something \
portentous, and we must expect homosexuals

to accept this importance in stressing

their identity (1971, p.230).

The living out of this ideological inversion will
therefore require a perpetual maintenance of the

méconnaissance implicit in asserting that homosexuals

constitutionaliy belong together and are essences
consistently different from other types of essence.
And,‘agaih, this requirement is not to besconceived

}of at the level of an abstract logical prerequisite
‘and abstraétly necessary aésumption. For the operation

of desire in resolving its self-defeating predicament
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depends on the above-mentioned assumptions that
homosexuals constitute a meaningful category éf
éssences. The subject's desire, as ever, is forced
through the defiles of the signifying'netwérk,‘no'
less in its collusion with theIOperation of thé
inverted ideology than in its collusion with the
operation of the dominant ideology, as the latter

was discussed in the last chapter.

To return to the mainApoiﬁt, then, the desire of the
subjects who are on the way to inhabiting a discourse
bearing an inverted ideology, and who are in the
process of living this inversion out, will be
characterised from the perspective relevant here by a
contradiction between the true state of affairs and the
misrecognised state of_affaifs, since the above-argued

méconnaissance is asserted and maintained. . This is

the contradiction referred to by Lacan in a broader
context as the disparity between the.trueﬁand the'réal,
given that the imaginéry mode .of felating to the-ﬁofld
is a real and material part of the indiViau;l's,
existence. As he puts it, "the truth is always
disturbing..'We cannot even manage .to get'used to it.

‘Wé are used to the real. The. truth we repress" (1977a,

p.169) . -

. The fact of this contrédiction ailows a é§étematic.
understanding of the characteristicé of £hé Subcultures
and lifestyles of.those-gays who ha?e reached sélf_
.acceptance via.the inversion of ideoiogy}'as weli as

of the ways of relating to homosexuality of those in

e
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Lesbians, on the other hand, where the invefted
ideology is in force, may.adopt stereotypically
masculine characteristics (Gagnon & Simon, 1973,
p.197; Richardson, op. cit.). They may lower their
voices, wear their clothes and hair in a stereo-
typically masculine fashion, and adopt physically

aggressive stances with a similar message.

Those in contact with gays may share.these ;tereo—
types (Morin & Garfinkle, 1978; Weinberg, 1978).
Hence male gays may be called "fairies" and referred
to with a limp-wristed gesture (Plummer, 1981, p.53).
And lesbians may be called "diesel-dykes", referring
to the hypermasculinity imputed to truck-drivers, and

"butch" (Richardson, ibid.).

This cross-gender stereotyping may be understood as an
affirming of the naturality of homosexuals. For it
signifies them, within each gender, to be a certain type
of being, different in essence from their heterosexual
opposites. For the gay person, in a sub-society in
which his/her essentiél nature is acceptable and
desirable, this restores the sense of consistency as a
being, which is the primal object of desire. For the
othér in contact with gay people, this restores the
sense of cdnsistency in the gay other, the lack of
which vicariously threatens his/her primal object of

desire.

To put this in more detail, the contradictions engendered

by the linking of the natural/unnatural opposition to a

mutual assimilation of biological sex, gender identity,
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gender role, and sexual behaviour and orientation,
as discussed in the last chapter, are resolved by the
stereotyping discussed above. For only consistent
beings can be signified as natural. And this stereotyping
links in an enduring way male biologiéal sex—-female
gender identity-feminine gender‘role—female‘sexual
behaviour and orientation, in the case of male gays,
and female biological sex-male gender identity-masculine
gender role-male sexual behaviour and orientation in
the case of lesbians (Marshall, 1981, obp.135-136). All
this turns, in this case, around the signifying
properties of the gendef role. Thus the consistent
combination of these gender/sex categories,‘requisite
for the signification of naturality in an uﬁequivocal
way, is achieved by a cross-sexed stereotype of gender

role.

Clearly this process is dependent on the dominant
ideology's mutual assimilation of the five gender/sex -
categories, in the course of the operation of its
natural/unnatural oppositions. For it would not be
meaningful or effective to signify a constant combination
of the five categories in the inverted ideology if they
were not already mutually assimilated by the dominant
ideology aé part of what must be consistent so as not to
contradict naturality. Such a dependence on the
dominant ideology is an inevitable limitatibn of a
simple inversion of that ideology's signification'of

unnaturality.

There is a further important dependence on the dominant
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ideology implicit in the use of stereotypically
cross-sexed gender roles to signify naturality.
For the fact is that homosexuality is actually eliminated

as a phenomenon in this process.

The curious result of such gender
inversion, however, was that it
effectively eliminated the need for
a homosexual concept. For as long
as the person in question could be
conceptualized as a "non-man", his
"real" sexual identity could be
interpreted as "female heterosexual"”
(in a male body) rather than "homo-
sexual male" (Marshall, op. cit., pp.

135-136) .

Only heterosexuals remain. Thus masculine male gays
are not seen in this context as "really" homosexual,
so that "homosexuality consisted of older men taking
younger boys as female substitutes...It wa; a homo-

sexual situation satisfying a heferosexual need"

(ibid., p.136).

Because of this>extreme dependence on the dominant‘
ideology, the inverted’ideology rénders the subject

whose desire is invested in it susceptible to re-
entrapment in the dominant ideology; For'heterosexuality
is still in fac£ thé oply natural one of the paif
heterosexua1ity/hombsexuality. Homosexuality is still

in effect rendered invisible; where it is preﬁent it

is re-defined as heterosexuality by the cross?Sexed
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gender roles. The subject in the inverted ideology
is therefore.still:abhorrentAdf homosexualiﬁy as a
.sexual orientation towards people of the same biological
gender, that is, insofar as it is different from
heterosexuality. She/he has resolved this abhorrence

in practice and in effect, but not in truth.

Thus when the subject in question enters into
situations where the dOminanf ideology prevails, so that
gender-role features in a different configuration with
the other gender/sex categories, so that the subject's
configuration of sex/gender categories is éhereby
threatened, the subject is wvulnerable to experiencing
the abhorrence of homosexuality as explicated in this
chapter. Examples of such situations would be familial
and work contexts, and simply being present in public
situations (Albro.and Tully, 1979). Ross (1978) shows
perceived societal reaction to be a critical variable

in understanding homosexual feelings and behaviour.

It is not, then, simply a matter of the'possibility of
being re-committed to the dominant ideology, a
possibility which is always conceivable. An additional
susceptibility is present, which lies in ﬁhe fact that
the unnaturality signification has not been inverted
in relation to homosexuality as a same gender orienta-
tion, that is in relation to what makes hdmosexuality
different from heterosexuaiity, but it haé been
inverted in relation to one of the gender/sex category

configurations.

This explains the super-stereotypical nature of some
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homosexual lifestyles; the way in which some gay men
and women perform their respective cross—gehder roles with
noticeable skill in the smallest details. For to avoid
the return of the abhorrence of homosexuality, the
reality of the cross—gender (the woman in a man's body
and vice-versa) must be asserted with great force. This
also explains the finding that some of those in contact
with homosexual males experience greater discomfort when
the gay individuals are not effeminate (Storms, 1978).
For thén the spectre of unnaturality - homosexuality
as different ffom heterosexuality - stalks the channels

of desire.

It may be useful at this point to remember why the
gender/sex categories have been introduced into the

above -analysis of the inversion of the unnatural
signification of homosexuality. The unnatural/naturai
opposition is linked to homosexuality/heterosexﬁaiity;

and homosexuality/heterosexuality are linked to configura-
tions of a set of gender/sex categories. The analysis

of how the signification of unnaturafity affects homo-
sexuality and how it and its effects change therefore

automatically involves an analysis of certain con-

figurations of these gender/sex.categories.

Homosexuality and heterosexuality may be linked to
other dimensions than gender/sex categories in their
bondage to the unnaturality/naturality opposition, as
suggested in the last chapter. And, as stated there
too, further research will be needed to discover what

they are or to elaborate them. The analysis of their
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effects and resolution in terms of the conﬁradictory
positions into which the subject's desire is forced
by ideology'will still apply, so that the elaboration
of these other dimensions and their effects can be

integrated into the present understanding.

Clearly, only one configuration of the gender/sex
categories has beeh discussed so far. Other
configurations are possible which would neéessitateva
different inversion of the unnaturality signification
to escape the abhorrence. of homosexuality. bne such
configuration, which involves the recognition.of
homosexuality as different from heterosexuality,vis that
of male biological sex-male gender .identity-masculine
gender role-homosexual sexuél behaviour and oriéntation
(Marshall, op. cit., p.l37).‘ Here gender identity has
been separated from gender role and sexual behéViour'
and orientation (Marshall, ibid., adapted). Géﬁder.
role sterotypes no longer have the dominant part.to
play in this since they cannot restore the naturalify
of.homosexuals.by signifying a particular éender
identity. This configuration of gender/sex categories

actually falls under the particularisation of naturality,

which will be discussed in the next section.

The form of inversion of the unnatural signification

discussed here is clearly an extreme type. Keyed-down

versions are found, such as, for example, the simple

conviction that "homosexuals

1982; Weinberger & Millhanm,

are different" (Hart,

1979, p.244). The sense

of an essential type of being is thus maintained. But
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gender-role need not play the key role here, although
research would be needed to check whether the sense
of "difference" unconsciously involves a sense of being
cross-gendered. Where such a sense is found, as has‘
been done by some psychoanalysts (e.g. Kubie, 1974),
the operation of ideology and desire as articulated in
this thesis may play a part as well as or in place.of
the.identification with the parent of the opposite sex
so far held responsible by psychoanalysis. It would be
most interesting to explore the effects on psychoanalytic
practice and theory of: introducing tnis additionall
dimension. Unfortunately, the parameters ofAthis_thesis

makethis an enquiry to be pursued elsewhere.

To find out in what. other ways the unnatural signification
is inverted, other than by inverting gender roles,
socidlogical.and psychoanalytic research will neéd to be

nnderﬁaken which looks specifically for such inversions.

It mny be_hypothesized that if other inverSions are
possible, inversions with fespect to different concbmitants
of.hnmosexuality, the subject may be able to invest his/
her desire in annumbéf of such inversions. A séale is
vthen.eonceivablevranging from the inhabitingibf a discourse
with only one such inversion, as in the caséiof;cross-
gender sterotyping discusséd above, té the inhabiting of a
discourse with a multitude of such invérsionsy Tne firsf
case would then be most vulnerable to re-entrapment by

the dominant idedlogy}‘and thus liéble to.extreme
aSsértions'ofbihe lifestyle components which make thé

signification of naturality unequivocally possible;-as
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in the case of the extfeme cross—-gender stereotypes
_ discﬁSsed above. The. more inversions‘that”aré in éffect,
._the less the dominant ideology would be able to threaten

the subject's escape from it.

Again, further research is needed to constrdé£ a.
typology of such inversions and examine théif processeé
of development in individual and.groupvcases.' Thesé
findings could then be integrated into the cbnceptualiéae
tion deVeloped in this thesis, and be used toICOrrect and
refine it. This type of research is already bufgeoning
in the literature dealing with the coming-out procéss of

gays, and will be discussed in the next chapter, where the

present understandings will be compared with others.

The limiting éase of a multiplicity of inversioﬁs,would

be the particularisatioﬁ of naturality outlined aboye_as
 thé second transforﬁation of ideoiogy.' Why it'is_thgf
limiting case will be diécussed in thé hextisection, where

its implications and detéils will be elaborated.

The Particularisation of Naturality in Practice

Thebparticularisation of naturality, as suggested

_ eaglier, is characterised.by the significatibn’gf the;
éubject alone as natural. That is, nétUrality’éeases'

to be sigﬁified of categorieé of éeople; who muétvtheh have
fundamental traits in common. Naturality ié;signifiéd7
only in:terms of_the‘individual, who need_£hen:have'n6
‘fundamental traits in common with othér‘indiviaﬁais.

This is the ultimate in. méconnaissance in one sense,

althdugh it appears to be closer to aArecoghition of the
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subject as constituted by difference than any case
so far discussed. For it is dependent upon a certainty
that the essential nature of the individual as posited
by the imaginary ego is the truth of the mafter. The
subject could only abandon group support of the méconn- |

aissance of the ego if that méconnaissance was firmly'

established for her/him. For it is, after all, a
misrecognition on which the possibility depends of
aehieving the primal object of desire, recegnition by_'
the mother, and consequently support for this vital

misrecognition would not be abandoned unless it was secure.

Such a firm establishment of the méconnaissance, which

obviates dependence on direct support through direct .
recognition as a consistent being by others, suggests that
such recognition has already.played its part in confirming

the méconnaissance of the ego. Clearly, the subject

could have received this recognition in the course of
her/his development independently of the gay aspect of
his/her existence. But if she/he has received this
necessary reeognition, which has now allowed independence
from immediate recoghition, in the course of_his/her
development gua gay or qua one in contact with‘gays or
gayness, it will by‘definition'have'to have been in a
group. Thus the.subjeCt will have had to pass through
the inversien of ideology. For this is the mechanism
by which the subject challenged by the signification ef
homosexuality as unnatural resolves that challenge.

And it occurs because of mutual.recognition by people
_ef-e ﬁzge.. Or rather, by people.occupying similar

positions in being homophobic, who become of a type by
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mutual recognition. The groundwork for the
particularisation of naturality, then, is laid by
the efficacious recognition by others of the imaginary
ego of the subject. And if the subject's'developmente
in this regard has been crucially located within the
gey dimension of his/her life, as is frequently'tﬁe
case and. probably always to a degree the case,.the "
in&ersion of ideology is the specific nature of thatﬂa

laying of the groundwork.

The proeess of change from the inversion of unneturality
to the particularisation of naturality is then on a
continuum, ahd may be conceived as a particulafisingv :
of categories. ‘The inversion of ideology assumesua
category embracing all homosexuals, at least within eaeh
biological gender; As discussed in the last section,eb
however, naturality in one extreme case of }nversionuie
in facf predicated. of one»configuratioﬁ Of gender/sex
categories. .Thus two such fonfigurations are signified
as natural:. the inverted one and that of the'dominanﬁ
ideology. A case was eleo mentioned in the last section
.in ﬁhich the gender/sex categories could be dissoeiaﬁedﬁ
from eachvother without signifying unnatﬁrality; Thie‘
ease involved, in the fehale example, a,femele’bi010gical.
sex andvfemiﬁine gender role and identity, Qith‘a‘hoﬁee'
sexﬁal set of behaviour and sexual orientation.’ Thie
‘kind of dissociation allows a number of dissociated
,asserfions of'naturality:. for examéle,.transse#ualll',
.operations,'or‘the switching back and forth ffom malef

_ to'feﬁale stereetypes and roles,_or the ieetﬁef'machol

.image‘amongst male gays. In other words, unnaturaliﬁyr
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as applied to certain configurations of gender/sex
categories ceases to be an effective threatf This
multiplication of possible‘éssertions of naturality in
faét challenges the concept of a natural category
embracing all homosexuals. It is a process of

particularisation of naturality.

It is clear that the subject may still inhabit
contradictory pvositions in these alternativé discourses.
For example, there is thé mention above of two opposed
yet naturally signified configurations of the gender/
sex categories. But in these cases the confradictions
are between bositions in different discourses, so that
there is at least one discourse to which the subject's
desire is committed in which it is not forced into self-
defeating contradictions. Also, the dominant ideology
makes some attributes more important than others in
characterizing naturality. The reasons for this are
beyond the scope of this thesié, given that certain of
the attributes given salience by the dominant ideology
are taken as a starting point for this analysis, as is

the fact itself that they are salient.

To return to the process of particularisatibn, then, the
-liﬁiting case of such particularisations, as suggested
earlier, is the éase_iﬁ'question in thisysection, where
the subject's idiosyncratic characteristics‘are naturéi.
At this point assertion of the flamboyant’fype used by
way bf example of thé inversion of ideology'above'seems
unlikely. For the more particularised.is naturaiity,
the less directly related to the dominant ideology is_

the new particularising discourse. And,‘consequehtly}
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the subject inhabiting,the new ideoloéical disCourse
is less susceptible to re—entrapment in the.dominant
ideology, for the reasons.discussed at the end of the
last.section. The motivation to assert in the‘fact of
the dominant ideology will be less, therefore, since
the challenge posed by it is less énd tonsequently
requires less warding off. Thus where "I am gay and
proud" (Altman, 1971, p.121) is an apt motto fo; the
,simplé inversion of ideology, for the particularisation
of naturality more apt would be "I am something and

whatever it is I. am proud of it".

Again a scale is conceivable, in which the écaletof
multiplicity of inversions suggésted in the‘last
section would be examined also in terms of degrees of.
particularisation. In this way individuals and groups
could be considered in terms of their distance from |
either of the two broad transformations of ideology,
depending on what questions are posed. For example, if
the challenge to the dominant ideology is in question,
it may be more useful to conceptualise the transformed
ideologies in terms of inversion of the dominant
ideology. This would lend itself more readily to a
rouéhly quantitativé evaluatidn. On the other hand, a
conceptualisation in terms of the particularisation of
" naturality would lend itself more_readily td:avconsidf
eration:of.the qualitative difference or céntrast
between the.dominanttand alternative discourses. This
second possibility would indeed be preferablé for some

purposes, including an attempt to develop-strategies
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of_reinforcement for the inhabitants of the alternative
ideolOgies. Thus if_selffacceptancerof abséncé of
discrimination is in question, the particularisation
pole of the ideological transformations may provide

the most useful éonceptualisation.

The behaviour of those inhabiting a discourse in which

naturality is particularised. cannot, by definition, be

;discussed in general terms. Such people will, however,

-be further discussed when this conceptualisation is

compared with others, in the next chapter.

The Tension between Language and Speech

The process'of transformation from abhorrence of

homosexuality to acceptance of it may be seen as a

~detailed application of. the tension between langue

and?Earole,.thevsocial,uor universal, aspect of
language and the individual, orlparticular, aspeét 
of language,.a tension outlined in Chapter 2 (section
2.3). This viewpoiﬁt.will serve both to‘demOnstrate
the‘consistency of the developﬁent of.Lécanian views
undertaken in this thesis, and to suggest part of the

use of this development.

In the above—mentioned section Lacan was quoted as
speaking of the "subject who is speaking".as "coming
closer to the Word into which he will fully convert

the Truth which his symptoms express (that ié, the

- parole vide . will become a parole pléiner' (quoted in

Wilden, 1968; p.142, Wilden's insertion). Here "the

Word” is an alternative translation of parole, Speech,
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and parole vide ‘and parole pleine are respectively

translated as "empty speech" and "full" or "true speech".

It will help to remember at this point the extent to

which the being of the subject is bound up with language:

Symbols in fact envelop the life.of man in a
network so total that they join. together,
before he comes into the world, those who

are going to engeﬁder.him "by flesh ahd blood";
so total that they bring to his birth, along
- with the gifts of the stars, if not with the
- gifts of the fairies, the shape of his
destiny; so total.that they give the words
that will make him faithful or renegade,‘

the law of the acts that wil1 follow him
right to the very place where he is not yet
and even beyond his death; and so total that
through them his end finds its meaning in the
Vlast_judgement, where the word absolves»hisl

meaning or condemns it...(Lacan,'l977a, p.68).

‘Again, "The use of the Word requires vastly more

vigilance in the science of man than it does anywhere

elée, for it engages in it the very being of its

object" (Lacan, quoted in Wilden, op. cit., p.viii).' 

Lacan points out the relation of the individual to the

universal:

the living being would be annihilated, if:

desire did not preserve its part in the



-219-
interferences and pulsations that the
cycles of language cause to converge on
him, when the confusion.of tongues takes
a hand and when the orders contradict
one another in the tearing apart of the

universal work (1977a, p.68).

But desire nonetheless operates only in relation to
recognition by the Other, only in relation to the
universal: "But for this desire itself to be satis-
fied in man requires that it be recognized, through
the Agreement of speech or through the struggle for
prestiée, in the symbol or in the imaginaryﬁ (ibid.) .
And, coming to the relation of this tension between
individual and universal to transformations of the

subject, Lacan explains that

What is at stake in an analysis is the -
advent in the subject of that little
reaiity that this desire sustains in him
" with respect to the_stbolic conflicts
‘and imaginary fixations as the means of
their agreement, and our path is the
intersubjective experience where this

" desire makes itself recognized (ibid.)..

He concludes, "From this point on it will be:seen
that the problem is that of the relations between

speech and language in the subject" (ibid.).

It may'be mentioned in passing that Lacan refers to

three "paradoxes" in these relations which appear in
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the aomain of psychoanalysis (ibid.).» These are:

the paradox involved in madness, that involved in
neurosis, and "that of the subject who loses his
meaning in the objectifications of discourse" (ibid., .
p.70). This last, "the most profound alienation of
the subject in our scientific civilization" (ibid.),
may be construed to.cover the case‘of those subject
to the signification of naturality, although it has,

pérhaps,.wider implications.

The.conceptualisation of homophdbia developed here may
therefore produce useful results if applied to psycho-'
analytic theory and_practice, not simply in relation to
the gay predicament“and its resolution, but in‘general
to those who have lost their "meaning in the objectifi-
cations of discourse". 2as haé already been ‘discussed
in the introductory chapter and later, neurosis and
even madness may need to be taken into account in
explaining homophobia in particular cases. But this
thesis is concerned with the third of Lacan's paradoxes
in the relation of language to speech. The.faththat'his
theory provides a common ground within which;tb
conceptﬁalise all these types of symptoms, however,
probides a means of integrating this conceptualisation
of homophobia with the other’psychodynamib factors
reéuiring consideration in particular céses;.'This, as
suggested earlier in this chapter (section 6.5), is
material for work which continues where_this'fhééis

leaves off.
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xLaceh's.disouSSion of the language-speech tehsioh ih"
relation to the loss of meaning in the objeotifications
of discourse may, then, be. applied to the.symptom.whiCh
is homophobia. As he puts it, "If the‘subjeot did not -
discover in a regression.- oftenipushed right back to'
the 'mirror stage' - the enclosure of e,stage'in which
his ego contains itslimaginary.expioits, there woﬁld_ |
hardly. be any_assignable limits to the'credulity to which
he must succumb in that situation" (ibid.) . And he |
points out that "Here there is a~language—barrier
opposed to speech, and the precautions against verbalism
that are a theme of the discourse of the 'normal' man
in.our culture merely serve to reinforce its thickness"
(ibid., p.71). Thus, in a sense the resolution of
homophobia.is a reworkingbin language of the.indiVidual's
development as it has progressed afterrher/his_entry
into language. It:is a fregression" to the_point of
doubting the'possibility of recognitioh by the mother,‘
which doubt is the power of the abhorrence of homo-
sexuality itself. "In effect, it is inbthe disihtegration
lof the imaginary unity constituted by the ego that the
subject flnds the s1gn1fy1ng materlal of hlS symptoms"'
(1brd.,‘p.l37).: And "it is from the sort of interest
aroused in him byfthe ego.that the significations that
turn his.discoﬁrsevaway from those symptoms proceed"
{ibid.). The resolutlon of homoohobla 1s, "then, as
quoted at the start of - th1s sectlon, a comlng closer

to the Word 1nto Whlch he will fully convert the Truth

whlch his. symotoms express (that. is, the parole v1de

will become a-paroletplelne)".
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This is another point at which this thesis suggests
further applications to areas more central tb psychoanalysis,
in this case the nature of the movement from empfy speech
to full or true s?eech in therapeutic analysis itself,
which is nothing other than the nature of thé.éure; Hére,
howevef, little more than.suggestions can be made, and
even then only insofar as this movement or process

relates to the movement from homophobia to acceptance.

In keeping with what has been said in this chapter and
Chapter 2 about the subject's individual spééch'aﬁd
unconscious transformations of language,’Lacan maintains

that

We always.come back, then to our double
- reference to speech and to language. In
,'ofder to free_the subject's speech, We
.introdude him into the languége of his
-desire, that is to say, into the.Drimary
language in which, beyond what he tellsf
us of himself, he is already talkiﬁg to L
us unknown to himself, and, in the first
plaCe, in the symbéls,of the symptom.
- In the symbolism,brbught to light iﬂ-
analysis, it is certainlyvé question of
- a language. This lahguage-..has the
universal character of a langﬁage (langue
that would be understood in all other'vflv
languages (langues), but, at the same'tihé;
since it is the languagé that seizes |

desire at the very moment at which it is
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humanized by making itself recognized, it '
is absolutely particular to the subject

(1977a, p.81).

It follows that the symptom homophObia'i$ reso1ved b§
being translated into a. discourse which is the
language of the individual's desire. It.is also
clear from Lacan's statements that this language has
the character of both a langue, and a Eafole, being
particular to the subject. This is precisely what_l
has.been.argued of the transformation of ideOlogicai:
discoursé in this chapter. It is é movemen£ from a .
pregiven diséourse,to a transformed one; it is also
a movement from the destruction of the possibility of
achieviﬁg the object}of the subject's desire tb its’
;re—affirmation; and it is also a movemént'frOm‘a
vdiquurse bearing a universal signification of

naturality to a discourse bearing a particular or

individual one.

SYmptoms‘of conversion, inhibition,
-anguish, these are not there to offer

-'you‘the o?portunify to confirm their
nodal points...; it is a question of

- untying these knots, and this meané to
retﬁrh them to the Word (or speech) |
function that they hold in a discourse
whose signification determines their |
use-andréense (Lacan, quoted in Wilden,

1968, p.115, insertion added).
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And Lacan affirms, too, the inevitable entrapment in
the natural signification that remains: "I:identify
myself in language, but only by losing myself in it

like an object" (1968, p.63).

In Kristeva's words, "if the overly constraining and
-reduCtive meaning of a language made up of universals
causes us to suffer”, one may nonetheless find "oneself
differént, irreducible, for 6ne is borne by a simply
singular speech, not merging with the others, but then
expoSed to the black thrusts of a desire that'borders'
on idiolect and aphasia" (1980, p.x). This is another
link that cannot be pursued here, a link with Kristevé's
concern for the language of desire insofar asrit'is
‘uncommitted to meaning. Thus she opposes the symbolic
to her restricted definition of the semiotic, which
"refers to the actual organization, or diqusifion,
within the body, of instinctualdrives (heﬁce the 'Semiotic
disposition') as they affect language and irs précticé,

in dialectical conflict with le symboliqgue" (Roudiez,

1980, p.18).

Thisvsection.has toﬁdhed,on a host.of‘points ét which
the conceptual eléboration developed in'this thesis may
feeé fruitfuliy back into the Lacaﬁian framework from
which it dérives in part-r As a specific app%icétion of
thaﬁ‘framework, it may wéll_assist elaboratibns of
other apélications of Lacanian'psychoanalysis, notu
leést‘in the,theorising of analytic therapy itselfrv To
follow up these .potential developments here wouid take

us too far afield in terms both of relevance and of
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out by the following remarks:
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space. But the extent to which the points made

here relate to Lacan's psychoanalysis is well brought

it is only through a speech that liftéd
the prohibition that the subject has
brought to bear upon himself by his oﬁn
words that he.might obtain the absolution
that would give him back his desite.

But desire islsimply the impossibility

of such speech, which, in replying to the
first can merely reduplicate its mark of
prohibition by completing the split
(Spaltung) which the subjeot undergoes.
by virtue of being a subject onlybiﬂ so,

far as he speaks (Lacan, 1977a, p.269).

Summary

It was argued in this chapter that the transformation

from abhorrence of homosexuality to acceptance of it
can. only take place via a transformation of ideological

discourse, since the desire for naturality is

inescapable.. .It was further argued that such a -

“transformation cannot be considered to abolish the
_;signification of naturality without a revolution of
~the entire social formation, and was therefore considered

f‘only to be able to displace this signification.

Two broad. transformations of ideological discourse were

described; the inversion'of unnaturality, and the

particularisation of the natural signification.i'Tﬁesef



-226~
it was argued, lie on a continuum. It was then
argued that the manifestations of the acceptanée
of homosexualitf.could be understood in terms of
the opposition or difference between the dominant
and alternative ideologies, and in terms of the

desire to maintain the méconnaissance of the natural

signification in its new application. Finaliy, the
conceptualisation of the resblution of hdmophobia
developed in this chapter was put in terms of the
tension between speech and language ceﬁtral to Lacan's

psychoanalytic framework.
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7 : COMPARISON WITH OTHER APPROACHES

As mentioned in the Introduction to this thesis, this
chapter is more of a commentary on the present
conceptualisation of homophobia and its resolution
than an account of other models. The other approaches
will not be explained in themselves or in detail, but
only briefly insofar as they serve to support the
statements of this one, to reveal its limitations of
application, and to demonstrate its value in opening
new areas to understanding and incompletely analysed

areas to systematic rigour.

Several approaches to homophobia and its resolution need
to be considered. The first is the classical psycho-
analytic approach, which has it that the facf of pathology
accounts for homophobia. This has been sufficiently

dealt with in the Introduction and in the first two
sections of Chapter Five. There it was argﬁed that the
explanation of homophobia as a consequence of pathology

is not in fact an explanation but the arbitrary

imposition of a value-judgement. Furthermore, it was
argued that this attempted explanation is in any event

too limiting, as a great deal can be gained by considering
the role of ideoloqgy in explaining homophobia. The
ciassical psychoanalytic approach leaves ideology
completely out oif account. This whole thesis, in a

sense, is an argument for the value of including an

analysis of the operation of ideological discourses in
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an account of homophobia and its resolution. A further

gain,.which may be mentioned here, is that the present

~account reflects back on psychoanalytic theory itself

in thought-provoking ways which could not be developed
by‘approaching homophobia as a consequence of pathology.
The classical psychoanalytic approach, then, will not
be cénsidered further here. The second approach which
must be considered hgre is the fadical or revolutionary
psychoanalytic approach adopted by Hocquenghem (1978) -
and Mieli (1980). The third is that of symbolic inter-
actionism andtrelated frémeworks. The fourth approach
ié a néwly emerging classical psychdanalytié approach
which, in contrast to the pathology accouﬁt, attempts
to consider the internalised effects of homophobia in

their own right, and not as a function of some other

‘pathology. The final approach to be considered here

is that of semiotic accounts of deviancy.

Radical Psychoanalysis

As mentioned in the Introduction, the respective work

of Hocquenghem and Mieli is radically subversive. They
both attempt to compare the present capitalist social
formation unfavourably with future completely transformed
social formations. The account they give of the resolution
of homophobia, that is, the change to acceptance, assumes
such transformed social formations as a frame of reference.

That is, they use their conceptions of ideal social

unformulated nature of the libido" (Hocquenghem, p.80).
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Hogquenghem argues that the explanations of homo-
séxﬁélity as pathology are an attempt to recuperate it
(dréw it info réiation to the natural) by the purveyors
of the dominant ideology. "Desire, as an autonomous
and polymorphous force, must disappear...This is now
the position of post-Freudian psychoanalysis, which

is an institution of bourgeois society charged with
-controlling the libido" (p.63). Again, "Homosexuality
must remain'within the spheres of nosology, pathology,
the neurotic mechanism, pathogenesis, etc.: no name

is too terrifying to define it all" (p.46). Thus
. homosexuality "takes its place in...the Oedipus complex"
(p.65); it is "surrendered to a recuperative inter-
'prétation"_(p.SO). This parallels the brief discussion
_ of the need to explain homosexuality in Chapter Five

(section 5.7).

Hocéuenghem’also touches on another aspect of the
present understanding, the relation of sexual identity,
what we have discussed as part of the imaginary
ébnsistenéy of the ego, to limited configurations of
sex/gender categories. "The difference in the sexes

and the attraction éxerted by one sex upon the other are
the preconditions of sexual identity" (p.87). Thus "all
homoéekuals...have a confused identity" because of

1"the impossibility of knowing whether one is male or

female" (p.87).
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Hchuengheﬁ clearly'supports a number of the
conclusions reached in this énalysis of homophobia.
‘But he takes these conclusions as the starting point
of his own analySis,“ Thus the effect of the unnaturality
of homosexuality is only briefly touched on and only to.
demonstrate the attributes of the ideology he is |
investigating. The challenge presented by dééire to
fixed categories of what is natural is used by Hocgquenghem
in the context of a challenge to the imposition of the
‘_Oedipus complex on peoplé at all. He passes over the
actual mechanism of homophobia, the process by which
ideology and desire collude within the present ideological
:context to produce the powerful individual reaction to

the stigmatising label of "homosexual".

 Hocquenghem's analysis, however, does suggest the
limitations of the present understanding. He speaks not
only of the threat of homosexuality, but also of its
fascination.' ﬁThe homosexual imagée contains a complex
knot of dread and desire...Homosexuality expresses

- something - some aspect of desire - which appears nowhere
else" (p.36). It would be interesfing to consider this
ambivalence in the 1ight of the understanding of homo-
‘phobia developed here, and vice-versa. This is work

for which place must be found elsewhere.

Again, Hocquenghem thinks in terms of the abolition of
the Oedipal triangle; the nuclear family. This is a
much more wide-ranging view than the present one, which

restricts itself to a non-radically transformed social

formation. If Hocquenghem's analysis may be seen as
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valid in terms of the present framework, which
decision would depend on a careful reading of his
wdrk SO as to synthesize it with the present
perspective (in the way that this thesis has read
and ‘integrated aspects of Lacan and of theory of
ideology), his broader vieﬁ would suggest useful
dévelopments of the present analysis. It would suggest,
.for example, the extension of the present analysis of
the finély detailed conjunctﬁre of desire and ideology
to an account of more radical transformations of society.
Fupfher, it would suggest a description of the series of
‘transfbrmations leading to given radically changed end-
points. The present analysis could then be seen as a

description of the first few transformations of this series.

_‘TO‘éum up, then, the comparison of this understanding
with Hocquenghem's work suggests a place for this analysis
in’accountihg for the phenomena which are taken as a
: étarting point by other analyses, without having been

thoroughly analysed themselves..

Mieli (1980), too, thinks in terms of a radically trans-
formed éocial'formation, in which the Oedipal complex
.itself'is abolished. Unlike Hocquenghem, however, he
vadbpts a claésiéally Freudian rather than Lacanian
'framework; His work on homophobia cannot, therefore,

,.easily be made continuous with the present analysis.

‘Mieli's account does nevertheless touch on the present
"~ one in a number of respects. He too points out that

"This ideology upholds the 'naturalness' of the present
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system..., absolutising it in an ahistorical manner
and concealinglits underlying transience" (1980, p.114).
And he, also[ is aware of thevneed of human subjects in
the present ideoiogy to be consistent objects: "a .
'human belng of 1mpranse sex has a much harder time just
: gettlng around than does a male person who seems, by all
external signs, to be a woman, oOr vice-versa" (p.27).
And, again; Mieli too comes tovthe conclusion that, if
the reaching of acceptance "does not want to confirm
sexual roles in ‘the very act of negating those on which
it is itself based, it must present itself as a step
towards trans-sexuality, i.e. something totally different,
both from so-called 'normality' and from the dialectical
'opposite of this" (Mieli, l981,ypp.37—38, quoting

Parinetto).

" But rhese observations are all used to indicate what
the‘gay predicament is, and to contrast the assumptions
~of homophobia with the true state of affairs, according
to Mieli's interpretation of Freud and Marx. Their

potentlal for explaining homophobla is not exploited.

" Homophobia is . explained rather "by the repression of the

homoerotic component of desire in‘those individuals who
are apparently heterosexual” ,(p.23), and by "the sense
"of gullt, ‘or the 1nternallsatlon of the social
.condemnation, which befalls those who do not completely...
-1dent1fy...w1th the prescrlbed...model of male or female,
i.e. who do not fit the Norm (p.49). But the repre551on
ahd sense of guilt at transgressing the norm are taken

as bottom line points of explanation without being further
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analysed themselves. The precise mechanisms by which
the Norm helps to‘provoke guilt and repression are not
consioered.. Differently put, the process by which a
social phenomenon (the Norm) has powerful effects at
the individual level (guilt and repression) is not

considered.

Thus, Mieli's work, like Hocquenghem's, rests on phenomena
~ analysed and in part accounted for by the present under-

~ standing. In both cases an unexplained area, a gap.,

between what is observed in the present social formations

and the accounts given of it by the two theorlsts is

accounted for by the present analys1s.

The Interactionist Approach

i) The Interactionist Approach to Homophobia

The classic interactionist account of homosexual stigma

is Plummer's (1975). His work will therefore be taken
as a basis for the comparison of the present approach
with interactionism. Accounts of deviance which cohere
absolutely with Plummer's may, however, be found in the
Work of such seminal interactionist theorists as Becker
(1973,'1974); Cohen (1973), Gagnon and Simon (1973), and

Weinberg (1978).

 As outlined in the Introduction, symbolic interactionism

starts with three basic premises. These are that
individuals act according to their perceptions of the
meanings of events and objects in their worlds; that

these meanings are developed in interaction with other

-people; and that the perceived meanings may be re-
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negotiated. This, as argued there (section‘l.2),
allows only a limited analysis of the workings of the
subjects themselves, since they are already assumed to

exist as beings who interact and perceive meanings.

-These premises, however, also display a programme
consistent with the present one. "The first (premise)
directs the student the study the 'inner' side of life,
to look at meanings" (Plummer, 1975, p.ll, insertion
added); This fits in with our concern with the operation
of desire and signification. "The second directs him to
study the emergent and constantly changing nature of
social life" (ibid.). This is consistent with our concern
with transformation in terms of investments of desire in
discourse. "While the third suggests that the individual
is best constantly studied in conjunction with some
significant others, or in collective action" (ibid.).
"This, finally, is éonsistent with our concern to integrate
a social and individual pole of analysis. This was
attempted in three ways. Firstly, it was attempted
within psychoanalysis itself, in accordance with Lacan's
analysis of the subject in terms of the Other. Secondly,
it was attempted within the theory of ideology in terms
of the relation between language and speech. Thirdly,

it was attempted by developing a synthesis of the two
theories insofar as they bore on the question at hand.
The interactionist approach and this one may therefore

be used in conjunction, if at cost to some interactionist
.statements resﬁlting from the interactionist incapacity

to analyse the nature of subjectivity. These costs will
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emerge below.

As was pointed out in the Introduction, the interactionist
account has so far produced‘a programme for research
rather than a systematic account of homophobia. Nonethe-
1es$, some exploratory statements on homophobia have

been made, and these can be usefully examined here.

Speaking of the interactionist approach to deviancy in

general, Plummer explains that

Insfead of assuming that deviance leads to
"reactions" and control, an alternative
route - that éontrol and reactions lead to
" deviancy - is taken...This is not to say
that "reactions" create the behaviour in the
first place (though on occasions they may
~even do that); it is simply to stress that
the existence of "reactions" alters the
nature and shape of those experiences to
which the label of deviancy becomes attributed

(1975, p.21).

This is clearly in line with the present approach to
homophobia, with its stress on the importance of
ideological significations. And the assertion of the
"crucial dimension of self-reaction, by which individuals
may process themselves as deviant" (ibid., p.22),

supports the attention given here to psychodynamics.

Turning to the problem of the interaction between

individual actor and social structures, Plummer notes
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tha£ for

"analysts, the task of darting to and fro,
between.a world of 'objective, global
realities' and a world of 'micro inter-
subjective realities' 1is indeed a |
formidable one. Nobody has yet accomplished
such»a task, which remains a key problem for
sociologisﬁs...Their complex interconnection

- will remain a research problem" (ibia., p-48).

This is one point at which the inability to analyse
the nature of subjectivity limits the capacity of

- interactionism to make the world intelligible.

" In contrast, Lacan's psychoanalysis allows a formalisation
of this interaction between individual and general, in

.terms of the Other as the locus of both langue and
parole.

'The Other is...the locus in which is consti-
tuted the I who speaks to him who hears...
But this locus also extends as far into the
subject as the laws of speech, that is to say,
well beYond the discourse’ that takes its

orders from the ego (Lacan, 1977a, 141).

'_This locus extends well beyond the ego both into the
'unconscious:and into the symbolic structures of the
 social formation. Thus the interactionist programme

- is similar to the present one; but what this present
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approach provides helps to show where the conceptual
~ .equipment brought to the task by interactionism falls

short of its stated aims.

The fact that the present'approach indicates the
limitations of interactionism with respect to homophobia
”ih turn illustrates what was meant earlier by saying
that theoreticai figour_is fundaméntal in determining
the extent to which sense may be made of the world.
.Ana_that is‘part of the place of a theoretical thesis

such as this.

When’Plummer.comes to accounting for the effect of
’.rhomophdbia, its mechanisms, he too stresses the roie of
naturality in explaining the homophobic effect in self
and others. Thus "for any individual of a society,
there is a tremendous pressure upon him to apprehend
hié‘reality as if it werevinevitable, absolute and
ﬁnéhahging...a man-maae order becomes mystified as a .
Natural Order" (p.118). And he includes in the "natural
order" the family, the gender system, and procreative
Sexuality (pp.119—120); This accounts for homophobia,
in his view, because "the existence of homosexuality

in this culture does pose .a series of threats to the
-'prevailing syétems of ciasSification about gender, family
and sexuality"™ (p.120). Here he supports the present
emphasis and also adduces additional dimensions of

naturality for consideration.

Plummer considers a number of areas which this thesis

does not. For example, he discusses in detail how the
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negative judgement of hbmosexuality is communicated to
?eople,»and what factofs influence this (p;116 ff.).
‘ And he considers the implications of a variety of
particular cases, such as that of male hustlers who do
"not define themsel&es as homosexuals. The present
.conceptualisation suggests itseif as a further épproach
'tofanalysing‘these areas. Thus an interactionist
perspectiﬁe Opens'up questions which suggest further

'applications:of the present understanding.

But, in the interactionist approach, the mechanisms by

which the "threats" presented by homosexuality to the

'natural order ﬁas its effects on individuals, and the

precisé meaning of that threat, are not considered. Nor

' can'théy be furtherlconSidered:within an interactionist
framework, in view of thellack of a suitable conceptualisation

of subjectivity.

Thué, again, the presentvaccbunt servés to analyse and
~elaborate what is assumed by othe;'accounts of homophobia.
.In ﬁhe case of interactionism, it supplies what could not

' be provided by interactionism itself. Plummer, like most,
if not all, interactionists, dismisses psychoanalysié on a
variety of grounds, such as failure to take personal
meanings iﬁto account and an abuse of the concept of
”sékuality. Many of these criticisms are true of the use
v£hét has been méde of some interpretations of psychoanalysis.
But the above comparison,between the present approach and

- the interactionist one suggests that some undersfandihgs of
" psychoanalysis can show the same sensitivity as inter-

actionism to the many levels of human complexity, and,
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'indeed, go beyond it in this respect.

cher interactionist accounts of homophobia show the

same deficiencies as Plummer's in relation to this approach,
and also support it in similar ways to his (e.g. Case,

1979; Fein & Nuehring, 1981; Lee, 1977; Coleman;

Troiden, 1979). The work of other intefactionis£s will

not be discussed, therefore, in this connection.

- Plummer and other interactionists provide a description
of the procese of acquiring a homosexual identity.

Some of the stages they discern in this process - the
"coming out" process - fall under the change from
~abhorrence of homosexuality to acceptance of it, and
will therefore be discussed in the next section. The
firsf couple of stages, however, include homophobic
feelings, and the descriptions of these stages provide

some interesting details.

The first of Plummer!s stages (of which there are four)
he calls "sensitization". This consists in the first
awareness of potential homosexuality,v"the general
process of constructing sexual meanings, modifying
them, and in many cases neutralizing them" (1975, p.135).
What is of interest to an aﬁalysis of homophobia is the
notion of neutralisation, which covers a variety of
techniques and processes by which a homosexual inter-
pretation of feelings. and behaviours is avoided. One
of these has already been considered, that is, the
explaining away of homosexuality as, for example, fear

of women ( Chapter Five, section 5.7}). Plummer calls _ ;
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this the providing of "accounts" (p.140).

Plummer also lists a number of other techniques or

| processes by which an interpretation of homosexuality

is neutralised. These include subcultural norms which
allow certain technically homosexual acts to be

performed without being interpreted as such. Thus

Reiss (1973) finds a subculture of male hustlers who

do not see themselves as homosexual on grounds such as

that they fellate men only for money. Another neutralising
factor is the demands of the situation the potentially
homosexual behaviour occurs in. Thus homosexuality in
prisons tends not to be interpreted as such, but as a
substitute for heterosexuality. Another "denial

technique" (Plummer, 1975, p.82) is counter-reaction (ibid.),
where the gay person becomes an active moral disapprover of
gays and gayness. Cass (1979) provides a superbly
organised account of a greater number of such neutralisation
techniques énd processes. They are mentioned here only to
indicate what else the present analysis of homophobia can
potentially account for, and to suggesf that a useful

study could be made of the systematic relation, if any
eXlsts, between these neutralisation devices and the

present analysis of the gay predicament.

Plummer's second Stage, "signification", deals with
self-abhorrence itself, and has therefore already been
discussed. The other interactionist researchers on the
‘coming out process, cited earlier in this section, offer

similar accounts to Plummer's, although in more detail.
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The next section willlconsider the interactionist

account of the change from‘abhorrence to acceptance.

ii)  The Interactionist Approach to the Change to
Acceptance ‘

Piummer's (1975) work is .also representative of inter-
actionist thcught in the area of the change from
abhcrrence to acceptance of homoseXuality. " Useful
elaborations are also provided, however, by other
interacticnists, and their work will be considered
accordingly in conjunction. with his; No work seems to
have been done on thelequivalent of the "coming out”
process in those who are in contact with cthers who are
gay. This comparison is therefore restricted to the
case of gays themselves. It would be interesting to
isee 1f research fonfirms the identity claimed in this
~ thesis between the homophoblc experience in gays and

" in those in contact with them. As matters stand at

present, this thesis fills a gap in this respect.

g As.mentioned in the previous section, Plummer divides
the coning out process into four stages. As with the
stages proposed by other intrractionist researchers,

the experience covered by his earlier stages still

counts in the present analy51s as pre- acceptance. They
have therefore been considered in the preceding section,
‘on homophcbia itself. Bnt his third phase, "coming out",
itself, he defines as "the process by which individuals...
are 'reborn' into the organized aspects of the homo-
sexual community - a process during which they.come to

‘define themselves as 'homosexuals'" (1975, p-147).
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Tbis;involves the rebﬁilding of an identity and a
resolution of both the subjective and objective
problems associated with self-abhorrence and consequent

isolation (p.148).

‘Dank (1971), too, finds the crucial aspect of the
éoming out process to be a self-identification as
homosexual, "the end of a search for...identity"
(p.190). He finds this identity formation to be
depéndent'on the content of the homosexual category
héving been made positive by interaction with self-
accepting homoéexuals, and he finds it brings relief
from tension (pp.190-191). Furthermore, he finds the
chahge to be "intimately related to the access of
knowledge and information concerning homosexuals and
hémosexuality" (p.193) and to the general reversal of

~silence about- homosexuality.

All of these findings are supported by Troiden (1979)
who, like Plummer, divides the coming out process into
four stages. His first three stages are the same as
Plummer's, sovthat in his analysis of coming out proéef,
he is talking about the same thing as Plummer. Dank,
too, covers the same phenomena in his investigation of

coming out.

These observations support, in detail, thelaccount of
ideolOgical inversion given in the last chapter. There
is a change from abhorrence of homosexuality to a

positive attitude towards it. This is held to occur as
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a édnséquenceiof'meeting other homosexuals and
~reverSingvthe ihjunctiohzto silence on homosexuality.
. And it in&olvéé a sense of identity, of consistent self-
hood, a sense of bein§ something. The relation of the
. present conceptualisation to the concept of identity

will be recurred to in the Conclusion of the thesis.

These are all descriptive accounts, however. No
explanatibnvis_given of how it is possible for such
'¢han§es to occur, énd_thé-details of the processes by

v thch the’observed contributing factors interrelate
'.are'not analysed.. This is in accordance with the
inability of'interactionism, discussed in the last section,
‘£o analyse the nature 6f subjectivity itself. The
_analysis developed in‘this thesis, therefore, supplies
Here} too, what has not and cannot be provided byv

interactionist accounts of the coming out process.

Plummer's foufth stége invthe coming out process is

' thaf of "stabilizing homosexuality".(1975, p.150). This
in'féct‘fits in with the'inversion of ideology, which,
as mentioned in the preceding paragraph, is the form of
.acceptance correspbnding tb the reaching of acceptance
discussed immediately aboVe. "Stabilizing homosexuality"
fits-in with the inversion of ideology because it
involves what Piummer.calls-"role imprisonment” (p.152).
In role imprisonmenf the gay individual finds it easiest
to sée'him/herselfvasvdefined.by_his/her homosexuality,
both becausé of the rewards of belonging to the gay
community and becausé of‘the homophobic pfessures

exerted by the external world. Troiden (1979) partly
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ctheives his fourth stage of coming out ("commitment")
in similar terms: "commitment is indicated when homo-

 sexuality is adopted as a way of life" (p.370).

This was given a further level of explanation in the
last chapter (section 6.4), in the discussion of the
way the need to be recognised as something consistent
and positive leads to gay subcultural behaviour, and
of how reaction to the threat of re-entrapment by the
dominant ideology leads to greater degrees of stereo-

typical subcultural behaviour.

"But Plummer does makerroom'forvthe possibility that

"in the distant future" there may be "a decrease of
Apblarization..;with an accompanying decrease in rigid,
~exclusive forms of sexuality"” (p.153). Dank (1971) and
Troiden (1979) find this already to have occurred in

some cases.

.This fits in with what has been anélysed here as the
particularisation of naturality. For example, Troiden
_fihds time and experience in the gay world to lead to

. "3 relative lack of overriding feelings, of distinctness
(fFrom heterosexuals in general) (ibid., p.372, insertion
added). And, to qﬁote one of Dank's (1971) subjects,
"What's normal for ohe person is not always normal for

" another” (p.190): Another subject's attitude is
expressed as follows: "Just because I happen to like
strawberry ice-cream and they like vanilla, doesn't make
‘them right or me right" (ibid.). The former over-riding
salience of the homosexual aspéct of their persoﬁalities

no longer applies. What is "all right" is seen as right
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for the individual, not for categories of individuals.

This‘coheres with fhelpresent understanding of the
inhabitant 6f the particularised ideology as seeing
what is natural as natural for the individual alone.
And that, the de-emphasis of £he membership of the
homosexual category means the reduction of the salience
df being homosexual, to its being dne of many character
traits of equal importance to it, is also supported by

the above observations.

Here, as in the caSe of the interactionist accounts of
the inversion of unnaturality, a detailed account of
prdcesses and mechanisms of change in the subject is

absent, and is supplied by the present analysis.

A Classical Psychoanalytic Approach

Now that the contribution of the present analysis

- has been more clearly delineated by comparison with

other approaches, it may be illuminating to compare it
to an approach which considers the mechanisms of homo-
phobia in gays from a classical psychoanalytic perspective.

Such an apprbach is made in a paper by Malyon (1982), on

"internalized homophobia" (p.59).

Malyon argues that internalised homophobia becomes a

conscious and unconscious part of the ego, and "as a

component of the ego, it influences identity formation,

self—esteem, the elaboration of defenses, patterns of

cognition, psychological integrity, and object relations"

(1982, p.60);. When homosexual desires become manifest,
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_they are thus already made "ego alien" by "a socialized
predisposition which...militates against their
integration” (p.60). Malyon goes on to say that the
primary developmental task of adolescence is identity
formation (following Erikson, 1963), and that "identity
de&elops in an interpersonal context" (p.60). The
consequence for the homophobic gay person is "an
interruption...of the process of identity formation
and epigenesis of ego-integrity"” (p.61). The resolution
Qf the identity problem is seen as a consolidétion'of

idéntity through a restoration of ego development (p.61).

This description may be seen as closely corresponding to
_the account developed in this thesis. The sense of what
is-natural>and hence unnatural (including homosexuality)

was in effect:argued in Chapter Four to influence; identity
formation and psychological integrity'(the subject is
signified by mI" a5 natural and hence as an object with
integrity); patterns of cognition (the world is

organised} giVen meaning, for the subject by language in
general and ideology in particular); " and the elaboration

of defenses (unnaturality is denied and repudiated).

Homosexuality, in our account, too, is clearly "eéo
alien" and its integration is militated against. And
this is clearly because of the socialized predisposition
which we analysed as a collusion between the inter-
pellation of the subject by ideological discourses

which signify the world as natural, and a subject's
desire which constitutes the imaginary ego as an object.

And the consequence for the homosexual is in our view

discourse.

Malyon is of course dealing with the effects of internal-
ised homophobia, so that his individualistic framework

is appropriate to his purposes. But for an account of
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| the mechanisﬁs‘by which the stigma on homosexuality

has such a strong effect on individuals, its lack of
place for an account of the links provided by
signifying and ideological practice make it a deficient

analysis in relation to the present one.

Semiotic Approaches to Deviancy

The conceptualisation developed in this thesis has
much in common with semiotic approaches to deviance.
In addition, its psychoanalytic component serves to

fill out some aspects of such semiotic accounts.

Firstly, the entire problematic of the thesis may be
situated within the implications of the following

representative statement:

Any elision, truncation or convergence of
prevailing linguistic and ideological
categories can have profoundly disorienting
effects. These deviations briefly expose
the arbitrary nature of the codes which
underly and shape all forms of discourse...
Notions concerning the sanctity of language
are intimately bound up with ideas of
social order. The limits of acceptable
linguistic expression are prescribed by a
number of apparently universal taboos.
These taboons guarantee the continuing
"transparency" (the taken-for-grantedness)
of meaning.

Predictably, then, violations of the
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authorized codes through which the social
world is organized and experienced have
considerable power to provoke and to

disturb (Hebdige, 1979, p.91).

It is such an approaéh which allows the kind of
question aéked in this thesis, and the type of answer
given to it: the gquestion, why does a particular
categorisation have fhe emotional effect it does; and
the answer, because, in part, categories are bound up
with the organisation and experience of the world.

The psychoanalytic dimension provides a means of
explaining the precise mechanisms through which such

categories operate on the subject.

A more specific comment on categories is made by Hall

(1977). He speaks of codes which

constitute the criss—-crossing frames of
reference, the sedimentations of meaning
and connotation, which cover the face of
social life and render it classifiable,
intelligible, meaningful...The different

N areas of social life...appear to be "held
together" in social intellegibility (sic)
by this web of preferred meanings. These
networks are clustered into domains, which
appear to link, naturally, certain things to
certain other things, within a context, and

to exclude others (pp.330-331, insertion added).
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The homosexual category is one such domain, even to
the agreement on the assumptiOn of natural links in
such categories, as in the case of sexual orientation
and the gender/sex categories. Again, the application
of psychoanalytic understanding allows a more detailed
analysis of how such signifyihg networks operate on

the subject, and why they do it with such effect.

’The'neceséity'of analysing the effects of deviance in

terms of the SOCial.formation is justified by Hall in

similar terms to those of this thesis. He argues that
v'people involuntarily enter conditions which are not

‘of their making (ibid., p.320), so that

the terms through which men "make seﬁse“ of

- their world, experience their objective
situation as a subjective experience, and
"come to consciousness" of who and what
they are, are not in their own keeping and
will not, consequently, transparently

- reflect their situation (ibid., p.320).

Again, the linking of different levels of analysis,
in bur case the psychoanalytic and the ideological,

- is given a place:

If...this social formation...is not to be
conceptualised as a series of unrelated
_.praCticés, then this relatedness must be
"thought" through the different mechanisms
which connect one with another within the

"whole"...The principle of determinacy...
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.. .must therefore be. thoucht..as the
structured sum of the different determiﬁa-
tions, the structure of their overall
effects. Althusser gives to this double
way of conceiving the frelatiVe autonomy"
of practiées and their "determination in

the last instance", the term, over-determina-

tion (ibid., p.327).

The point is also made that the natural, the taken-

for~granted, is disseminated by visibility, so that when

the unnatural, that which violates the taken-for-granted

codes, becomes public, it becomes hyper-visible by
contradicting its inconceivability (Hebdige, pp.l101-102).
Thus the possibility of using the shocking unconventional
significations to establish a strengthening group identity

is accounted for by semiotic deviancy theory too.

The recuperation of deviant ideologies by dominant ones

is a topic extensively dealt with in the work on deviance
under discussion. While it is unfortunately beyond the
province of this thesis, an analysis of such recuperations
together with the conceptualisation of alternative

ideonlogies developed in the last chapter could be most

fruitful for both areas of interest.

' SUMMARY

This chapter compared the present approach to a number
of others. It appears that, in some cases, the details
of some links within theories of homophobia and its
resolution, details which have remained unconsidered

within the theories, are provided by the present account.
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These details consist in the mechanisms and processes
by which the social stigmatisation of homosexuality

come to have an effect of great power on individuals.

In other cases, the pfesent approach explained or
accounted for the phenomena which were simply assumed
by other approaches, or which the other approaches
lacked the cénceptual equipment to attempt to analyse

further.

Finally, the present account is supported in many
respects by other accounts and frameworks, while in

each case adding extra dimensions of explanatory power.
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CONCLUSION

' It remains to conclude by reealling'the place of
- a theoretical thesis, and by summarising the
contributions this thesis makes and some of the

_fufure work that could be based on it.

It:is useful to fecall the place and value of a
--theoretical thesis, as this one could be objected
 to on the.gronnds that it need not necessarily be
able to acdbﬁnt for any given case of homophobia
and its resolutlon, since it deals with only one of

many p0551b1e aspects of the phenomena in question.

This conceptualisation has been deVeloped as a response
to ﬁhe specific question of how to conceive the process
‘by which the social stlgmatlsatlon of homosexuality
creates such a powerful abhorrence at the level of
individual feelings in certain cultures. "It therefore
answers a veryvspecific question.which is located at a
high level of genefality. Furthermore, the answer
offered here is specifically tailored to meet the
‘requirements of this limited question. It therefore
involves the development of a synthesis between a
theory of ideology'and Lacanian psychoanalysis. The
product of this synthesis is a highly abstract frame-
work which is, again, located at a high level of
genefality. The analysis will therefore inevitably
:account for only a few aspects'of most of the phenomena
to which 1t has application, since it is originally a

'response to so specific a question. It will, however,



-255~
equally inevitably have at least some‘bearing on a
great number of phenomené and questions, éince it is
pitched at a general level. Furthermore, because of
its specificity of application and origin, it will
‘account in rigorous detail for those aspects that it
' does account for. But even as a conceptualisation of
"the gay predicament itself, it is intended to offer
only one level of analysis, allowing even in its
original application for overdetermination. And it
could have been less limited only at the extensive

cost of systematic detail and rigour.

The value of this analysis, then, is in fact dependent
upon the limitation and specificity of its application.
And this is so for additional and far-reaching reasons.
For the human phenomena which it attempts to deal with
require by their nature a multitude of levels of
analysis if they are to be fully accounted for. And
the mutual and internal theoretical consistency of
each of the frameworks applied in these analyses can
only be assessed to the degree that the detailed
implications of each are elaborated. That is to say,
they can only be used to correct and refine each other
to this degree. This, then, is another reason why the
value of this analysis depends on a rigorous elaboration

within its own limits.

And this, too, is why the continuities of this analysis
bwith other levels of analysis and other framéworks have
been systematically posited here. For its value lies

not only in its relevance to the psychological data to

which it is directly applied, but also in its application



-256-

to the’fieldéuon which it borders, and in its

Ireflexive appiication to all the theoretical frame-
works out of which it derives. For the use of these
frameworks inevitably develops imélications for

their own consistency and applicability, implications
‘which are not neceésarily apparent»ih.thé.frameworks
themselves. Some of these implications have beeh
hinted at in the coﬁrse of the thesis, and will be
recalled shortly. This is_the strength of a theoretical
énalysis, giVen its limitations_in fuily accounting for

concrete particular cases.

This type of'thésis, then, has a valid place in social
scientific work. The specific contributions of this

- one will now be summarised.

Thé account Qf homophobia and'its resolution given here
:éoﬁsists firstly in an explanation of how it is
;possible for a soéiai phenomenon, stigmatisation of
homosexuality, to have the‘powerfﬁlvemotional effect
ﬁﬁat it does.at-an individual level; and secondly, in
an élaborationlof fhe details of that effectvand of the
ways in which it is fesolved. Thus a formalisation is
developed of the relation between the apparently
individual and the apparently social, and that
formalisation is used to analyse, in detail, homophobia

and its resolution.

It should be clear from Chapter Seven that this account

fills'a gap in some preceding analyses of homophobia
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‘and of what is involved in gay liberation (e.g. that
of radical psychoanalysis), and answers questions
which camnot even be asked by yet other approachss
{(e.qg. inte;actionism and classical psychoanalysis).
This is partly a result of the present use of Lacan's
highly sophisticated analysis of the nature of subjectivity,
involving as it doesvah appreciation of the place of the
Other, the symbolic, in the constitution of a human

subject. ,
}

But perhaps the most original contributions this thesis
makes, are the detailed working out of the implications
of the concept of naturality, and the use of that
concept as an interface between the provinge of a
theory of'ideology and the province of Lacanian psycho-
_analysis. 'Thus a contribution has perhaps been made at
é:hore general level, to the theory of subjectivity and
signifying practice as currently practiced by such

semioticians as Kristeva (1980) and Hall (1974, 1977).

On a smaller scale again, this thesis may be seen as an
attempt to recuperate psychoanalysis for gay liberation,
_in the same way in which Juliet Mitchell (1974) has

attempted to recuperate it for feminism.

A number of directions for future work based on the
present work immediately suggest themselves. Firstly,
and most obviously, psychoanalytié research into
homophobic experience and the experience of its
resolution, and sociological/social psychological
research into the same areas aﬁd the area of the

characteristics and trends of gay subcultures, would

considerations as those of fered here.
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It should perhaps be_emphasised that the present
account of homophobiadees not aim to replace
-aefiologiéal accounts of homosexuality. ItAsimply
brings additional considerations to the fore. Thus
whatvwodld be modified in psychoanalytic theory, if
- anything, is not the presence of aetiological
understandings of homosexuality, but the use that is
made of them in psychoanalytic theory and practice.
' Sucﬁ understandings must have a place in psychoanalysis;

but that place.may have to be differently conceived.

Thirdly, a contribution may be developed from this

work to the theory of identity. The comparison in
Chapter Seven between this conceptualisation of the
change to acceptance and that of interactionist
fesearchersvsuggested a link between the present account
of the desire to be a natural object with consistent
characteristics, such as may be recognised’by the Other,
~or, originally by the mother, and the concept of identity.
'The pfesent analysis gives a rigorous definition of
identity in terms of the characteristics of naturality.
It also gives a thorough account of the significance of
’Such.identity for the individual and for the relation.
of the indi&idﬁal to the social formation. This
analysis could very poésibly be extended to answer some

of the questions associated with the concept of identity.

finally, inssfar as the question ofiidentity formation
';énters_into_the process of psychotherapy; and insofar
“as the rélatioh between language and speech, social

and”indiVidual, enfers into that process, this analysis

may be useful in pursuing aspects of the theory of
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psychotherapy. In particular, the present use of

the concepts of naturality and unnaturality may be

of use, in that the psychotherapeutic situation is
artificial from the viewpoint of everyday relating,
ahd'also depends, in one sense, on a denial of
naﬁuraiity - for it affirms the historical constitution
of the subject. Thus the feelings that have been
analysed here as proper to homophobia may be part of
the resistance experienced in psychotherapy, and

could perhaps be usefully analeed in terms of the

.present account.

This in turn suggests other applications of the present
'usebof the natural/unnatural opposition. For example,
women in jobs which are "naturally" for men only,
working class people in haute bourgeois situations and
vice-versa, immigranﬁs to foreign cultures, may all
expefience the feelings analysed here as proper fo homo-
phobia (Fein & Nuehring, l981),vin relation to them-
selves and to others, and originating in themselves and
in others reacting to them. Their feelings and the
feelings of those in contact with them could then be
understood in terms of the present analysis, and that
understanding méy then help to do something effective
about their predicament. It may be mentioned in
passing that the above mentioned applications of this
theory to women may have bearihg on some of the
conceptual problems wifh which Marxist feminist theory

is beset (Barrett, 1980).

These, then, are some of the contributions and pot-

ential contributions of this thesis.
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APPENDIX : GLOSSARY OF SOME LACANIAN TERMS

This glossary of a few of Lacan's more frequently used
terms is taken from translation notes prepared by the

translater of Lacan's The Four Fundamental Concepts of

Psychoanalvsis (1977b), Alan Sheridan, with the assistance

of Jacques-Alain Miller. The full glossarv they provide

may be found in Lacan, (1977b, p.277ff.).

DESIRE = (désir; Wunsch, Begierde, Lust). The Standard

Edition translates Freud's "Wunsch" as "wish", which
'correSponds closely to the German word. Freud's French
translators, however, have always used "désir", rather
than "voeu", which corresponds to "Wunsch" and "wish",
but is less widelv used in current French. The crucial
distinction between "Wunsch" and "wish", on the one hand,

and "désir", on the other, is that the German and English

words are limited to individual, isolated acts of wishing,
while the French has the mﬁch stronger implication of a
continuous force. It is this implication that Lacan has
elaborated and placed at the centre of his psycho-analytic
theory, which is why I have rendered "désir" by "desire".
Furthermore, Lacan has linked the concept of "desire" with

"need" (besoin) and "demand" (demande) in the following way.

The human individual sets out with a particulér organism,
with certain bioldgical needs, which are satisfied by
certain objects. What effect does the acquisition of
language have on these needs? All speech'is demand; it
presupposes the Other to whom it is addressed, whose very

signifiers it takes over in its formulation. By the same

token, that which comes from the Other is treated not so
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much as a particular satisfaction of a need, but rather

as a response to an éppeal; a gift, a token of love.

Thefe is no adequation between the need and the demand that
conveys it; indeed, it is the gap between them that
constitutes desire, at once particular 1like the firét and
absolute like the second. Desire (fundamentally in the
singular) is a perpetual effect of symbolic articulation.
It is not an appetite; it is essentially excentric and
insétiable. That is why Lacan coordinates it not with
the.object that would seem to satisfy it, but with the

object that causes it (one is reminded of fetishism).

IMAGINARY, SYMBOLIC, REAL (imaginaire, symbolique, réel).

Of these three terms, the "imaginary" was the first to
appear, well before the Rome Report of 1953. At the time,
Lacan regarded the "imago" as the proper study of
psychology and identification as the fundamental pbsychical
process. The imaéinary was then the world, the register,
the dimension of imagés, conscious or unconscious,
perceived or imagined. In this respect, "imaginary" is
not simplv the opposite of "real"; the image certainly
belongs to reality and Lacan sought in animal ethology
facts that brought out formative effects comparable to

that described in "the mirror stage".

The notion of the "symbolic" came to the forefront in the
Rome Report. The symbols referred to here are not icons,
stylized figurations, but signifiers, in the sense
developed by Saussure and Jakobson, extended into a
generalized definition: differential elements, in them-
selves without meaning, which acquire value only in their

mutual relations, and forming a closed order - the guestion
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is whether this order is or is not complete. Henceforth
it is the symbolic, not the imaginary, that is seen to
be the determining order of the subject; and its effects
are radical; the subject, in Lacan's sense, is himself
an effect of the symbolic. Lévi-Strauss's formalization
of the elementary structures of kinship and its use of
Jakobson's binarism provided the basis for Lacan's
conception of the symbolic - a conception, however, that
goes well beyond its origins. According to Lacan, a
distinction must be drawn between what belongs in experience
to the order of the'symbolic and what belongé to the |
imaginary. In particular, the relation between the
subject, on the one hand, and thé'éignifiers, speech,
language, on the other, is frequently contrasted with the
imaginary relation, that between the ego and its images.
In éach case, many problems derive from the relations

between these two dimensions.

. The "real" emerges as a third term, linked to the symbolic
and the imaginary; it stands for what is néither symbolic
nor imaginary, and remains foreclosed from the analytic
experience, which is an experience of épeech. What is-
prior to the assumption of the symbolic, the real in its
"raw" state (in the case of the subject, for instance,
the organism and its biological needs), may only be
supposed, it is an algebraic x. This Lacanian concept
of the "real" is not to be confused with reality, which

is perfectly knowable; the subject of desire knows no

more than that, since for it reality is entirely phantasmatic.

The term "real", which was at first of only minor import-

ance, acting as a kind of safety rail, has gradually been
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developed, and its signification has been considerably
Vaiteréd. It began, naturally enough; by presenting,
in .relation to symbolic substitutions and imaéinary
.variétions; a functiOn.of constancy: "the real is that
which'always returns to the same vlace". It then became
that before which the imaginary faltered; that over which
the symbolic stumbles, that which is refractory, resistant.
Hence the formula: "the real is the impossible". It is
‘in this sense tha£ the term begins to appear regularly,
aé an adjective, to describe that which is lacking in the
stbolic order, the ineliminable residue of all
’ érticulation, the fqreclosed element, which may be
approached, but never grasped; the umbilical cord of

the symbolic.

.As‘diétinguished bybLacan, these three dimensions are, as
- we say; profoundly hetérogeneous. Yet the fact that the
three terms have been linked together in a series raises
ffhe éﬁestion as to what thev have in common, a guestion to
whiéh Lacan has addressed’himseif in his most recent |

, thiﬁking.on_the subject of the Borromean knot (Séminaire

1974-75, entitled "R.S.I").

JOUISSANCE;(jouissance). There is no adequate translation

- in English of this word. "Enjoyment" conveys the sense,
contained in jouissance, of enjoyment of rights, of
property, etc. Unfortunately, in modern English, the

;word’has iost the sexual connotations it still retains in

Frenéh. (Jouir is slahg for "to come”). "Pleasure”, on
the other hand, is pre-empted by "plaisir" - and Lacan uses
the two terms gquite differently. "Pleasure" obeys the law

-of homeostasis that Freud evokes in BéYohd the Pleasure
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.~Principle, ‘'whereby, thrbggh discharge, the psyche:seeks

the lowest possible level of tension. "Jouissance"

transgresses this law and, in that respect, it is beyond

the pleasure principle. -

LACK (manque). -"Mangue" is translated here as "lack",

except in the expression, created by Lacan, "manque-d-etre",

for which Lacan himself has proposed the English neologism

"want-to-be".
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